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LONDON, FEBRUARY 10, 1877. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tne Quzen has been pleased, upon the recommenda- 
tion of Sir Charles Adderley, President of the Board of 
Trade, to direct a warrant to be made out appointing 
Mr. Alexander Edward Miller, Q.C., to be Legal Member 
ofthe Railway Commission. We believe the appointment 
will be received with universal satisfaction. Mr. Miller is 
not only known as an exceptionally able, experienced, 
and widely-read practitioner, but also as one of the few 
scientific lawyers of the day. It would be affectation to 
ignore his well-known connection with this journal, in 
former years as editor, and subsequently as a valued 
contributor, but we conceive that this circumstance 
ought not to prevent us from congratulating the public 
upon the appointment of so fit an occupant of the im- 
portant post vacated by the death of Mr. Macnamara. 





Tue rottowine is a list of the new Queen’s Counsel, 
with their respective dates of call to the bar:—Three 
members of the Western Circuit, viz., Mr. Arthur 
John Hammond Oollins, Trinity Term, 1860; Mr. 
Arthur Charles, Hilary Term, 1862; Mr. Henry Mason 
Bompas, Hilary Term, 1863. Nine members of the 
South-Eastern Circuit, viz., Mr. William Haworth Holl, 
Michaelmas Term, 1851; Mr. William George Harrison, 
Hilary Term, 1853; Mr. F. Meadows White, Michaelmas 
Term, 1853; Mr. William Patchett, Trinity Term, 1855; 
Mr. C. Marshall Griffith, Michaelmas Term, 1855; Mr. 
Thomas Richardson Kemp, Easter Term, 1858; Mr. 
William Willis, Trinity Term, 1861; Mr. William 
Grantham, M.P., Hilary Term, 1863; and Mr. William 
Thackeray Marriott, Hilary Term, 1864, Three members 
of the Midland Circuit, viz., Mr. Charles George 
Merewether, M.P., Hilary Term, 1848; Mr. John Compton 
Laurance, Trinity Term, 1859; and Mr. M. CO. Buszard, 
Hilary Term, 1862. And one member of the Northern 
a” viz., Mr. William Court Gully, Hilary Term, 





THERE ARE SOME DISAPPOINTING omissions in the pro- 
gramme of legislation given in the Queen’s speech. The 
subject of providing more effectually for the trial of 
offences by the establishment of the office of public 
prosecutor is not referred to, although a measure on 
this subject was promised in the Queen’s speech at the 
commencement of the session of 1875. After the 
unanimous recommendation of the Judicature Commission 
that public prosecutors should be appointed, there seems 
to be no excuse for delaying to deal with this subject. 
Nor is any mention made of the matter of coroners, 
upon which it was hoped that Mr. Oross would have 
brought in a Bill, abolishing, at all events, the present 
mode of election, and enabling these officials to be 
chosen by the Home Secretary. The subject of the re- 





form of the jury law may probably be regarded as 
shelved ; and so also appears to be the question of the 
consolidation of the statute law, with reference to which 
the Lord Chancellor announced, in 1874, his intention 
to take action; but it was hardly expected that no 
reference should be made to any measure for relieving 
the block in the High Court of Justice, a Bill on this 
subject being, it is understood, actually in draft. The 
short list of proposed legislation includes a Bankruptcy 
Bill, which we have some reason to believe will exhibit 
considerable changes from the unsatisfactory measure of 
last year. 





TxE suDGMENT in the case of Monck v. Hilton, in the 
Exchequer Division on Tuesday last, forms a curious 
commentary upon the decision of the Middlesex Sessions 
in Dr. Slade’s case, on which we commented last week; 
but the two decisions are not inconsistent. No question 
arose in the case of Monck v. Hilton with regard to the 
form of the conviction, for the words ‘‘ by palmistry or 
otherwise” were in the conviction. The Exchequer 
Division were of opinion with the sessions that these 
words exercise a qualifying effect on the generality of 
the preceding words; so that the point whether the 
words must appear in the conviction remains unaffected 
by the decision in Monck v. Hilton. In Dr. Slade’s case 
the subtle line of reasoning adopted by the Exchequer 
Division was not brought forward, because the question 
there was whether, admitting that the words “by 
palmistry or otherwise” qualified and limited what went 
before, they must appear in the conviction, or whether 
it was sufficient that the nature of the device used was 
set forth. It was immaterial, therefore, to go into nice 
distinctions as to how these words qualified what went 
before. In the Exchequer Division the well-known 
ejusdem generis argument was employed. It was 
argued that the craft or subtle device must be of the same 
genus as palmistry, and that the acts of the defendant 
did not come within that genus. We cannot say that 
the judgment of the Exchequer Division, at all events 
as reported in the daily papers, is quite clearly ex- 
pressed. It is difficult to make out whether the 
court did or did not think that the ejusdem generis 
doctrine applied. They said—what was perfectly 
true—that the words “or otherwise” showed that some- 
thing besides palmistry was intended. This is a con- 
clusion at which it does not take much astuteness 
to arrive. But it was argued that the true meaning 
was “ by palmistry and other acts of alike kind.” The court 
apparently refuse their assent to that argument, but it 
seems to us that the only good foundation of their deci- 
sion is that the acts done by the defendant were of a 
like kind with palmistry. Palmistry is,-we believe, the 
telling of fortunes by reading the supposed meaning of 
lines in the hand. There can be nothing else ejusdem 
generis with this in one sense of the term; that is to say, 
ejusdem generis in the same sense as is meant by saying 
that one species of bird is.ejusdem generis with another. 
But when the term “genus” is used it is necessary to 
consider with reference to what you are going to classify. 
Things entirely different in many respects are guoad a 
particular relation eyusdem generis. A phial of poison 
and a blunderbuss are extremely different things, but 
they may be included in the same genus in one point of 
view, viz., as ‘means of causing death. It seems to us 
that the proper mode of treating the statute in question 
is, first of all, to decide with reference to what considera- 
tions you are going to classify in interpreting it, and 
then to see whether the device charged is ejusdem generis 
with palmistry. We cannot see why the court did not 
accept the ordinary ejusdem generis doctrine as applicable, 
and then proceed to their conclusion upon the application 
of this rule. On the contrary, they seem rather to have 
rejected the application of the rule, and to have limited 
the words “or otherwise” by general co! 
derived from the rest of the section. The result, of 
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course, is much the same, but we do not see the necessity 
for taking this line; and it is a dangerously lax way of 
construing a criminal statute to allow the genus to be 
constructed with reference to what, in the opinion of 
judges at a particular time, may be a similar mischief to 
that which the statute intended to guard against. This 
seems to be the effect of the judgment in the recent case. 





A cURIOUS LITTLE conTROVERSY has been raging during 
the week with reference to the state of the Scottish 
bench and bar. A Scottish newspaper has recently de- 
voted itself to showing that the bench is overmanned ; 
that in the Outer}House the judges have to rise early 
from lack of work; and that two or three judges could 
do easily all the work now performed by the five judges 
in the Outer House. The controversy has crossed the 
Border, and “A Scotch Client” has explained to Eng- 
lish readers, not only that a distressing legal famine 
prevails in the Parliament House, but also that the 
Scottish bar has so far fallen from its ancient reputation 
for ability that at the present moment the Government 
scarcely know how to fill up the judgeship vacant by 
the decease of Lord Neaves, and that “‘ there are not ten 
advocates from whom to choose a judge.” This is 
probably an exaggeration; but there seems to be some 
basis for the other contention. The fact that the Scottish 
judges are unnecessarily numerous as regards the pre- 
sent business is indeed admitted, but it is alleged that 
this is due to the temporary depression of trade, and 
also to recent improvements in the procedure of the Court 
of Session, which have rendered it a more speedy tribunal. 
We cannot pretend to say how far this explanation is 
correct. The judicial statistics would seem to indicate 
that the business of the Court of Session is abou; 
half that of the Court of Chancery. The Scottish 
returns for 1874 and for 1875, are, it seems, 
defective ; but if we take 1873, the latest complete year, 
we@ad the number of causes initiated in that year in 
the Court of Session given at 1,321. The number of suits 
initiated by bill or information in the Court of Chancery 
in the same year was 2,547,and the number of all the 
proceedings initiated in that court in 1873 was 3,462. 
We grant that the four chancery judges of first in- 
stance are, and have long been, too few for the work, but 
it does seem that the five Outer House judges in Scotland 
are, and have for some time been, too many for their 
work. 





Tue cass of Hx parte Minto (25 W. R. 251) seems to 
be the first instance in which the new rules for the con- 
duct of investigations into shipping casualties have re- 
ceived any judicial interpretation other than that of the 
Wreck Commissioner. The circumstances of the case 
were these :—An inquiry into the circumstances of the 
stranding of The Brazilian was held before the stipend- 
iary magistrate of South Shields and assessors. At the 
point in the inquiry when by r. 15 it is provided that 
“the Board of Trade shall state in writing whether they 
have any, and, if so, what, charge to make against any 
person and against whom,” the gentleman who repre- 
sented the Board of Trade handed to the captain of The 
Brazilian the following document :—“ The Brazilian.— 
After a careful consideration of the evidence taken in 
this inquiry into the stranding of the: above-named 
vessel, I have decided not to formulate any charge 
against you in connection therewith.” On receipt of 
this document the captain retired, but the magistrate, 
desiring further inquiry, demanded the captain’s further 
attendance. A motion was now made for.a writ of pro- 
hibition to restrain the magistrate from proceeding. 
There can be no doubt that the High Court is right in 
holding that the court of inquiry is an independent 
tribunal, and not a mere instrument of the Board of 
Trade; this, indeed, isin accordance with the obvious 
intention of the Legislature in directing {by section 23 





ee 
of the Merchant Shipping Act of 1862) that the court of 
inquiry, and not the Board of Trade, should decide on the 
cancellation or suspension of an officer's certificate, and 
this view had been already adopted by the Wreck Com. 
missioner, in the case of The Vigilant (reported ante D. 
31). Further, it would seem that the representative of 
the Board of Trade was mistaken as to the meaning of 
the rule above quoted, which clearly contemplates 
statement in writing being made to the court, and 
not to the officer whose conduct might be called 
in question. Had this been done in the recent 
case, the captain could hardly have taken the document 
to be a discharge, and would probably have continued to 
attend the inquiry. 





THE EXECUTORY CONTRACTS OF A 
; BANKRUPT. 


A LEarnep text writer long ago expressed his opinion 
that the sections of the Bankruptcy Act of 1869 which 
provide for the disclaimer of onerous property by a 
trustee in bankruptcy contain things hard to be under. 
stood, and the recent decisions can scarcely have cleared 
away the doubts which he entertained. For instance, 
the Act says that the disclaimer of a lease shall be 
deemed as equivalent toasurrenderas at the date of adjudi- 
cation. But Smyth v. North (20 W.R. 683, L. R. 7 Ex. 
242) decided that it was impossible for it to mean any. 
thing of the kind, and that the lease must still be con- 
sidered an existing contract up to the date of the 
disclaimer, so as to give the lessor aright of action for 
rent accrued due in the interval between the adjudication 
and the disclaimer. Two of the learned judges in that 
case even went so far as to hold that in speaking of a 
surrender the Act really did not mean a surrender atall, 
and seem to have supposed that the new was merely a 
re-enactment of the old law, to which we will allude 
presently. Again, the Act, in limiting a time within 
which the trustee is to disclaim a contract if he wishes to 
do so, was natnrally understood to imply that, if he 
thought it better not to do so, he was to be considered as 
adopting the contract as one beneficial to the estate, and 
that the creditors were bound by his election. Buf 
the able leading counsel who had to support this view in 
the case of Re Sneezum (25 W. R. 29, L. R. 3 Ch. D. 
463) confessed, after listening to the judgments of the 
court, that, although his opinion had coincided with his 
argument, it had been entirely altered by the reasoning of 
their lordships. Pitfallsseem, therefore, to have been pro- 
vided for the unwary by the Legislature in this Act of 
Parliament, and some remarks with regard to them may 
be useful. 

The Bankruptcy Acts prior to 1869 made but very 
insufficient provision as to the effect of the bank- 
ruptcy on existing contracts by the bankrupt. The 
principal enactment upon the subject was 12 & 13 Vict. 
c. 106, ‘With respect to contracts of lease the assignees, 
by section 145 of that Act, were compellable at the in- 
stance of the lessor to elect whether they would accept 
the property or not; and if they accepted it the bank- 
rupt’sentireliability in respect of it thereupon terminated. 
But nevertheless it was held that when he was the original 
lessee, and was consequently bound to the landlord, not 
merely by reason of privity of estate, but also by 
privity of contract, the liability of the assignees 
was not that of the bankrupt, but only that which 
arose by reason of their acceptance of the estate, 
and the landlord’s remedy, so far as it depended upon 
privity of contract, was gone. But where the bankrupt 
was not the original lessee, but only assignee of the 
lease, the privity of contract, not being between the 
lessor and the bankrupt, but between the lessor and the 
original lessee, was not affected by the bankruptcy ; and, 
acco to the view of the majority of the judges who 
decided Smyth v. North, this is still the law under the 
new Act, although the latter does not speak of putting 
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end to the liability of the bankrupt, but of a surren- 
der of the lease, which one would suppose necessarily 
ves the determination of all rights arising under it 
the date of the surrender. It was further provided 
|_bysection 145 that if the assignees declined the property 
' the bankrupt might still clear himself by delivering up 
the lease to the landlord. The important point to 
notice on the general effect of this section is that, what- 
gver course the trustees took, it provided for the com- 
determination of the liability of the bankrupt, 
aithough in the case of their declining the lease the 
' pankrupt had an option as to whether he would so de- 
termine his liability or would continue to be bound by 
the lease and take the benefit of it. It is also to be 
noticed that the lessor had a distinct right in the matter. 
He could compel the assignees either to accept the lease, 
inwhich case he got entirely rid of the bankrupt and 
had a tenant to look to, or to decline it, in-whieh case 
he could deal with the bankrupt, if the latfer neglected 
to deliver up the lease, as with any other insolvent 
¢nant. The same Act (section 146) further provided, 
with respect to contracts for the purchase by the 
bankrupt of real estate, that, if the assignees refused 
to elect whether they would abide by and execute the 
contract or abandon the same, the court might, on the 
application of the vendor, order the agreement and 
the possession of the property to be delivered up to 
Except, however, in the case of these two classes of 
eontracts—that is to say, contracts of lease, and for pur- 
chase of real estate—it may be said, speaking generally, 
that the old law made no special provision for the imme- 
diate and final determination of the rights and liabilities 
under the bankrupt’s executory contracts. Consequently, 
according to the general principles of the law, his rights 
under such contracts passed to his assignees. His lia- 
bilitiés remained his own, unaffected by the bankruptcy, 
except in so far as they might give rise to a claim 
proveable against the estate, and this it was held (Hx 
parte Mendel, 12 W. R, 451, 1 De G. J. & S. 330) they 
could ‘not. do if the claim was one for unliquidated 
damages, and the cause of action had not arisen at the 
date of the adjudication. For instance, the assignees 
ofa bankrupt who was under a contract to build a house, 
agthey took his interest in the contract, had a right to 
goon with the works and claim the payment. Yet, not- 
withstanding this right, and their apparent adoption of 
the contract by proceeding to carry it out, they might 
at any time abandon the works, and the other contract- 
ing party was not only without any remedy against them, 
either personally or as representing the estate, but he 
had no right to prove in the bankruptcy. For, as to 
his right against the assignees, the part performance by 
them was considered, not an adoption of the contract so 
8 to put them in the shoes of the bankrupt, but merely 
4 voluntary performance by the assignees of the bank- 
tupt’s duty; and, as to his right of proof, there was 
none, because the right of action did not exist at the 
time of the adjudication. This state of things was a 
hardship on both parties to the contract— to the bank- 
mpt, because it took away his estate and left him his 
liability ; and to the other contracting party, because 
the insolvency of his obligee gave him no remedy till the 
contract was broken, and then he discovered that the 
only effect of the bankruptcy, so far as he was con- 
cerned, was that it had deprived the only person against 
whom his remedy lay of all means of fulfilling his ob- 

ligation. 


This being so, the Act of 1869 made two important 
changes, Firstly, by section 23 it made special pro- 
Vision enabling the trustee to disclaim not only 
leases but other contracts which he considered unpro- 
fitable; in the event of such disclaimer they are to be 
deemed, as to contracts as determined, and as to leases 
48 surrendered, as from the date of the adjudication; 
and any person injured by the operation of the dis- 


¢laimer is to be entitled to prove in the bankruptcy 








to the extent of his injury. By section 24, if the trustee 
neglects to disclaim for twenty-eight days after being 
called upon to decide whether he will do so or not, his 
right to disclaim ceases. These sections, it will be ob- 
served, only provide for disclaimer. They do not refer 
expressly to an acceptance of the property or contract 
by the trustee, and a determination of the bankrupt’s 
liability consequent on such acceptance, as did section 
145 of the old Act with regard toleaseholds. Secondly, 
section 31, after excepting demands in the nature of 
unliquidated damages arising otherwise than by reason 
of a contract or promise, enacts that “all debts and 
liabilities, present or future, certain or contingent, to 
which the bankrupt is subject at the date of the order 
of adjudication, or to which he may become subject 
during the continuation of the bankruptcy by reason of 
any obligation incurred previously to the date of the 
order of adjudication, shall be deemed to be debts 
proveable in bankruptcy, and may be proved in the 
prescribed manner before the trustee in bankruptcy.” 
The section provides for estimating the value of any 
such debt or liability which is of uncertain value, sub- 
ject to a discretion in the court to declare that an 
estimate is impossible, in which latter case the liability 
is to be deemed “a debt not proveable in bankruptcy,” 
so that under section 49 the bankrupt’s liability in re- 
spect of it will be unaffected by the bankruptcy. It 
then proceeds to define what it meaps by liability in 
terms so wide as to embrace every possible claim which 
can be made against the bankrupt. 

Assuming that the trustee disclaims under sections 23 
and 24, there is, subject to the difficulty raised by the 
judgment in Smyth v. North already referred to, an end 
of the matter. The only right of the contractor is to 
prove under section 23 in respect of the loss ‘occasioned 
by the disclaimer, that loss being estimated, not by con- 
sidering how much he has suffered through the deter- 
mination of the contract instead of its being allowed to 
go on notwithstanding the bankruptcy, but by ascer- 
taining how much he has suffered by reason of his 
obligee having become bankrupt instead of having re- 
mained solvent (Hx parte Llynvi Coal and Iron Com- 
pany, 20 W.R. 105, L. R. 7 Ch. 28).. Then, when 
there is no disclaimer, the object of the Act by section 31 
is to mitigate the hardship to which we have alluded as 
incident to a continuing contract, by enabling a person 
who has a right of action against the bankrupt arising at 
any time during the bankruptcy to come in with other 
creditors for a dividend and thuggéo relieve the bankrupt 
from any further claim founded on that particular right 
of action. It seems, further, by its wide definition of 
liability, to contemplate the case ,of a person who has 
no such right of action, but only a contract under which 
such a right may possibly arise, and to entitle him to 
have the value of his possible right of action under the 
contract estimated, and to prove in respect of such value, 
subject, nevertheless, to a discretion in the court to 
declare that no estimate can be formed—a discretion 
which it seems likely, from the observations of Lord 
Justice Mellish in Hx parte Waters (21 W. R. 554, 
L. R. 8 Ch. 562), that the court would exercise in 
the event of a proof being tendered in respect of a 
contract which was still being duly and regularly per- 
formed. 

But a difficult question arises whether, when there is 
no disclaimer, the section as to disclaimers gives a con- 
tracting party any right except under section 31. Is he, 
after he has called upon the trustee to elect, and the 
trustee has elected by not disclaimjng, still at the 
mercy of the trustee as he was under the old law, so that 
the trustee may perform the contract as long as he likes, 
and abandon it when he pleases? The intention 


of section 24 appears at first sight to be to prevent the 
obligor from being kept in suspense as to whether 
his contract is to be performed or not by enabling him 
to compel the trustee to decide what he will do—to say, 
if the right to disclaim is waived: ‘‘ You have adopted 
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the contract on behalf of the creditors; it is no longer 
the bankrupt’s, but yours, and you cannot now abandon 
it.’ In In re Sneezum (25 W. R. 49, L. R. 3 Ch. D. 463), 
the bankrupt had agreed to keep railway wagons in re- 
pair during a certain time, and the trustees, after being 
called upon to disclaim, did not do so, but continued to 
perform the contracts for nearly two years, when they 
refused to do so any longer. It was forcibly argued 
that they could not play fast and loose with the contracts 
in this way, that having taken the benefit they must 
take the burden and be liable to be sued on the con- 
tracts so as to make good, to the extent of the assets in 
their hands, the full amount of the loss sustained. Sec- 
tion 25, sub-section 2, enabling the trustee to carry on 
the business of a bankrupt for the purpose of winding 
it up, and section 83, sub-section 7, empowering him to 
make contracts on behalf of the estate, were urged in 
support of this view. But the Court of Appeal, affirm- 
ing the decision of the Chief Judge, overruled the argu- 
ment, on the ground that there were no words in the 
Act declaring that if the contract were not determined 
it should be deemed to be adopted. It still remained 
the contract of the bankrupt, and the only remedy for 
the breach was by proof under section 31. Lord Justice 
James admitted the natural justice of the view which 
he refused to adopt, saying that it was a matter 
for the consideration of the Legislature and not 
of the court, which could only construe the Act as it 
found it. 

There can be no doubt that this decision is a correct 
legal construction of the terms of the Act when they 
are closely considered. But it does, nevertheless, seem to 
give the creditors an unfair advantage at the expense of 
the party with whom the contract was made. It is true 
that the latter may have a right to have assets retained 
in hand to meet his proof under section 31 for breach of 
contract when the trustees cease to perform it, but, as 
was indicated in Hx parte Waters, he could scarcely 
have any right of proof for a possible breach so long as 
the contract is being duly performed. Consequently, he 
is kept in suspense as to his position to suit the con- 
venience of the general creditors, and this is a distinct 
violation of the general principle of the bankruptcy 
law, which is that the rights of all persons should be 
ascertained and the estate divided as soon as possible. 
If the creditors, as represented by the trustee, consider 
the contract so beneficial as to continue to perform, and 
have the benefit of, it, and so defer the right of the 
other contracting party to make any claim in the bank- 
ruptcy, if seems as though the inconvenience of such a 
course should fall upon them rather than upon him, and 
that, as the price of their election to proceed with it, they 
should be compelled to set aside assets sufficient to 
answer all claims under it as fully as the bankrupt 
would have been bound to answer them if he had 
remained solvent. In other words, the contract should 
thereafter be treated as that of the creditors and not 
of the bankrupt. We can only recommend the matter 
to the consideration of future reformers of the bank- 
ruptcy law. 


a 





Mr. W. H. Marshal, solicitor, of 114, King-street, 
West Hammersmith, and 3, Abchurch-yard, E.C., desires 
us to state that he is not the person referred to in the 
case of In re W. H. Marshall (a Solicitor) recently 
ms the Common Pleas Division, and reported in the 

‘imes. 


The new Irish appointments seem to be approaching 
completion. Mr. Gibson, Q.C., has been appointed 
Attorney-General, and it is stated (but we have not 
received any confirmation of the rumour) that, a new law 
officer having been found, Mr. Plunket, Q.C., has resigned 
the Solicitor-Generalship, that he is to be succeeded by 
Mr, FitzGibbon, Q.C., and that Dr. Boyd is to be the 
new law adviser. 





—————= 
Rebhiews. 
RAILWAY PASSENGERS. 


Rartway PassEnGers AND Rar~way Companies : THEIR: 
Duriss, Rieuts, anv Liasriities. By L. A. Goopnyg, 
Barrister-at-law. Stevens & Haynes. 


‘*Tt has been the author’s endeavour,” we are told jp 
the preface to this work, “to express, as it at present 
stands, the whole law relating to railway passengers in 
such manner that it may be intelligible to any reader,” 
We think the title is a little too wide, for we find no 
reference to the railway passenger duty (except to an Act 
of 1832, long ago repealed), or to the Railway Commis. 
sioners, and the character of the ‘ parliamentary train’? 
is not explained. Nor is there any mention of the 
Explosives Act, 1875, or the bye-laws under that Act, 
which allow passengers a certain amount of percussion 
caps or gunpowder; but under the heading ‘‘ Passengers 
not to carry Dangerous Goods” we find the effect given, 
of 29 & 30 Vict. c. 69, a statute repealed by the Act of 
1875. Nor, which is rather a serious omission in a work 
professing to be exhaustive, is there any reference 
whatever to the special Acts of the companies, except 
where they have been touched by decisions or refer to 
luggage. The 86th section of the Railways Clauses 
Consolidation Act, 1845, which allows the companies to 
impose a ‘‘ reasonable’ charge not exceeding the 
fixed by the special Act, is given at length, but the 
passenger smarting from a maximum charge which he 
believes to be unreasonable will find no light thrown by 
Mr. Goodeve on the curious restriction of ‘‘ reasonable- 
ness.” With these exceptions, the book is well executed, 
and very readable. We have not missed any of the cases 
bearing on railway passenger law which we have looked 
for, and the facts of the leading cases are fully and. 
clearly set out. 








Cases of the deck. 


Maritime Lizy—DispurseMents FoR Suw’s Neczs- 
SARIES —WINDING UP OF CoMPANY OWNING SHIP— 
MorTGAGEE IN Possession—MortTGacEr’s Costs—APPEAL 
yor Costs—JupicaturE Act, 1873, s. 49.—In a case of In 
re The Rio Grande do Sul Steamship Company, heard by the 
Court of Appeal on the 2nd inst., a question arose as to the 
extent of the maritime lien of a ship's master for disburse- 
ments made by him for necessaries supplied to the ship, and 
the mode of enforcing the lien, the owners of the ship being 
a company in liquidation. In July, 1875, the master of s: 
ship belonging to an English company, being then at » 
foreign port, drew upon the company a bill of exchange for 
£126 in payment for some necessaries supplied to the ship. 
The company accepted the bill, but they failed to pay it at 
maturity. The master was compelled to pay it Tinsel 
About the same time some mortgagees of the ship took: 
possession of her, and shortly after an order was made to 
wind up the company. The master then took out a summons: 
in the winding up, asking for payment in full out of the 
assets of the company of the sum which he had paid in re 
spect of the bill, or that security might be given by the 
liquidator for the amount, or that the sbip might be sold 
and the applicant’s disbursements and costs paid to him out 
of the proceeds of sale, or that he might be at liberty to 
institute a suit in the Court of Admiralty to enforce 
the ship his maritime lien for his disbursements and costs 
The chief clerk gave leave to institute a suit in the 
Admiralty Court, but, on the application of the liquidator, 
this order was varied by Bacon, v0, by directing that the 
liquidator should out of the company’s assets pay £150 
into court, to a separate account, to answer the masters 
claim, but this payment was to be without prejudice a 
application by him to increase the amount, in case it 
be insufficient to satisfy his claim. The master af 
applied to the Vice-Caancellor to have the £150 increased, om 
the ground that it was not sufficient to cover the amount of 
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jhe bill, with interest and costs. The Vice-Chancellor 
directed the amount of the bill, with interest, to 
pe paid to the master out of the £150, but 
declined to allow him any costs of his proceedings 
jn the winding up, ordering the balance of the £150 
to be repaid to the liquidator. In so deciding the Vice- 
Chancellor professed to follow a decision of the Master 
ofthe Rolls in In re The Direct Australian Steam Navi- 
tion Company (L. R. 20 Hq. 325). In that case the 
master of a ship belonging to a company commenced, after 
an order had been made to wind up the company, a suit 
in the Admiralty Court to establish a lien on the ship for 
wages due to him by the company. The suit was com- 
menced withont any leave from the judge who had the con- 
duct of the winding up. Jessel, M.R., held that the 
master’s proper course to enforce his lien was by taking 
ont a summons in the winding up, asking that the ship 
might be sold, or sufficient security given for his claim. 
And the Master of the Rolls made an order staying the 
proceedings in the Admiralty Court, and refused to allow 
the master his costs of the motion, because he had 
instituted the proceedings after notice of the winding 
pp, but the qnestion whether he should pay costs was 
- InInre The Rio Grande do Sul Steamship Com- 
, the Court of Appeal (James, L.J., and Brett and 
Awphlett, JJ.A.) differed from Bacon, V.C., and held that 
the master was entitled, as an incumbrancer, to his costs, 
gharges, and expenses properly incurred in the proceedings 
inthe winding up, and that the £150 must be increased 
toan amount sufficient to providefor them. But-they re- 
fused to allow him any costs of defending the action, to 
which they said any attorney's clerk would have at once 
advised him that he had no defence. The conrt pointed 
gut the distinction between the case and that before the 
Master of the Rolls. In the latter case there were no 
mortgagees in possession of the ship, and therefore the 
Court of Chancery had complete jurisdiction in the wind- 
ing up. Whereas, in the case before the Court of Appeal, 
the mortgagees being in possession, the master could only 
enforce his lien, which was paramount to the mortgage, 
against them in the Courtof Admiralty, and therefore the 
order giving him leave to proceed there was perfectly 
right, and could not have been displaced except by the 
mbsequdht order, which was practically a consent order, 
by which full security was given for his claim. He was, 
therefore, entitled to as full an indemnity against costs as 
he would have obtained in the suit in the Admiralty 
Court. It should be also noted that the objection was 
raised that the appeal was one for costs only, but the court 
held that it really involved a question of law and of prin- 
ciple. 





Pcstic Loan—Bonps TO BE PAID BY PERIODICAL 
Drawincs—IntzRust on Drawn BUT UNPAID Bonps.—In 
scase of Gordillo v. Weguelin, heard by the Court of 
Appeal on the 5th inst., the owners of a concession 
granted by a foreign Government for the construction of 
tailways abroad issued, through agents in London, a loan 
of £1,000,000 in mortgage bonds, which were to be re- 
deemable in a period of years by half-yearly drawings, 
And interest on the bonds was to be payable half- 
yearly. To secure the payment of the principal and in- 
terest of the bonds a deed was executed by which the con- 
cession, and the railway, and the tolls, revenues, rolling 
stock, and plant were assigned to trustees. The mort- 
gagors covenanted to remit funds to meet the half-yearly 
interest, and the sum necessary to redeem the bonds 
which should be drawn, and payment was to be made 
balf-yearly in London of the drawn bonds and the in- 
terest due thereon, and of the half-yearly interest on such 
of the bonds as should be outstanding and bearing in- 
terest. But no interest was to be payable on any drawn 
bond after the day fixed for its redemption. The payment 
of the principal and interest of the bonds was to be a 
first charge on the property assigned. In default of pay- 
Ment by the mortgagors power was given to the trustees to 
fake possession of the property assigned, and to receive 
‘the profits thereof, and for that purpose to appoint a re- 
Geiver abroad. And it was provided that the trustees 
should apply any moneys coming to their hands, first, in 
Paying the costs of maintaining and working the rail- 
Way so long as they should remain in possession thereof, 








and next in paying their own costs and remuneration and 
the remuneration of the receiver. And the residue of the 
moneys was to be applied, first, in payment of all arrears 
of interest actually due on such of the bonds as 
should be outstanding and bearing interest ; secondly, in 
redemption of such an amount of the bonds as onght to 
have been previously redeemed, but might not have been 
redeemed in consequence of any default of the 

in providing the necessary funds; and, lastly, in payment 
of the future interest on the bonds and the redemption of 
the same in any future half-year. There was an ultimate 
trust of the surplus for the mortgagors. Hach of the 
bonds provided that the interest upon the principal sum 
secured thereby should be paid up to and including the 
day on which the principal sum should become payable. 
The mortgagors having made default, the trustees took 
possession of the property, and the question arose whether 
the holders of bonds which had been drawn for payment, 
but not paid when due, were entitled to interest upon the 
bonds until the time of actual payment of the principal. 
Jessel, M.R., held that no interest could be claimed upon 
the drawn bonds after the day appointed for their pay- 
ment. This decision was reversed by the Court of Appeal 
(James, L.J., and Brett and Amphlett, JJ.A.). It was 
held by James, L.J., and Amphlett, J.A., that bonds 
which had been drawn, but had not been paid at the time 
fixed for their payment, were “outstanding’”’ bonds 
equally with those which had not been drawn, and that 
interest was to be paid upon the drawn (but unpaid) bonds 
part passu with the undrawn bonds. They were of 
opinion that the words which we have placed in italics 
were intended to apply to the case of bonds which had 
been drawn for payment, but had not been paid owing 
to the default of the holders in presenting them 
for payment. Brett, J.A., held that the funds in the 
trustees’ hands were to be applied, first, in paying the inter- 
est on the undrawn bonds, and then in redeeming the 
drawn bonds. In so redeeming them, interest eo nomine 
would not have to be paid after the date on which they 
became due, but the redemption could only take place on 
the ordinary equitable terms of paying, not only the princi- 
pal, but also a sum equal to what the interest would have 
been up to the time of payment. Though this decision 
turned upon the construction of a very special instrument, yet 
it is worthy of being noted, because it is understood that 
in other similar cases trust deeds have been framed in the 
same way. 





Dresctor or Company—Purcuasz or Disputep Desr 
o¥ CoMPANY AFTER WINDING-uP OgDER—RIGHT OF ProoF. 
—In a case of Inve The Imperial Land Company of Marseilles, 
heard by the Court of Appeal on the 3rd inst., a question 
arose as to the right of a former director of a company in 
liquidation to prove upon some debentures of the company 
which he had purchased at a large discount after the com- 
mencement of the liquidation, the validity of the debentures 
being disputed. The debentures formed part of a large 
number which were issued to a vendor of land to the com- 
pany under the contract by the company for the purchase 
of the land. The contract was entered into during 
the time that the director held office. He was not 
present at the Board meeting at which the contract 
was approved, but he was present at the moeting 
at which the minutes of the first meeting were con- 
firmed. After the winding up he purchased a number 
of the debentures at one-fourth of their nominal value, and 
claimed to prove in the winding up for the full nominal 
value. A suit had been instituted in the name of the 
company to set aside the contract with the vendor as 
fraudulent, and this suit had been compromised by the 
payment of a large sum of money tothecompany. Malina, 
V.C., held that the director must be taken to have known 
of the fraudulent issue of the debentures, and that he 
eould not be permitted, standing as he had done in a 
fiduciary relation to the company, to make a profit out of 
them ; and his lordship refused to admit the proof. During 
the hearing of the appeal the matter was compromised on 
the terms of the liquidator paying the director what he 
had given for the bonds, with interest. The Court of 
Appeal, however (James, L.J., and Brett and Amphlett, 
JJ.A.), took the opportunity of expressing their entire con- 
currence with the view expresr2d by the Vice-Chancellor. 
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ADJUDICATION OF BANKRUPTCY—SUBSEQUENT NEGOTIA- 
TION FOR SETTLEMENT BETWEEN PETITIONING CREDITOR 
AND DrsTor.—On the 9th inst. application was made to 
the Conrt of Appeal (James, L.J., and Bramwell and 
Amphlett, JJ.A.) in a case of Re Pooley to restore to the list 
an appeal from an adjudication of bankruptcy, which had 
been struck out in consequence of the non-attendance of 
the parties when it was called on in due course. The 
ground of the application was that negotiations had been 
going on between the debtor and the petitioning creditor 
for settlement of the claim of the latter, and that, owing 
to a misapprehension, an application was not made to the 
court at the proper time to allow the hearing of the 
appeal to stand over. The court held that there was uo 
sufficient evidence of these alleged negotiations, and re- 
fused the application to restore the appeal. But, in doing 
s0, James, L.J., added that an adjudication once made, 
though it was founded on an act of bankruptcy, viz., de- 
fault in complying with a debtor’s summons, of which 
only the summoning creditor could avail himself to 
petition, enured for the benefit of all the creditors of the 
debtor, and it would be contrary to the policy of the 
bankrupt law to allow the petitioning creditor afterwards 
to sell the adjudication to the debtor. 


DrrecroR—QUALIFICATION—PaID-UP SHARES— LIABILITY 
FOR MisFEASANCE—CoMpPaNrIESs Act, 1862, s. 165.—In a 
case of In re The British Provident Life Assuranee, heard 
by the Court of Appeal on the 8th inst., some questions of 
importance arose with regard to the duty and liability of 
a director of a company. The articles of association of 
the company did not provide that a director should be re- 
quired to hold any shares as a qualification, but after the 
formation of the company the board of directors passed a 
resolution that in fature the qualification of a director 
should be 250 shares fully paid up. Some time after this 
the company proposed to increase their capital, and entered 
into an agreement with an agent who was to endeavour to 
procure subscribers for shares. He was to receive a 
commission upon the amount of the shares taken up, and 
was also to have a large number of shares allotted to him- 
self or his nominees as fully paid up, and he was to nomi- 
nate four trustees or directors of the company. This 
agreement was registered under the Companies Act of 1867. 
A person nominated by him was afterwards appointed a 
director and acted in that charaeter, and 200 shares, part 
of those which the agent was to have, were allotted to 
him, being entered on the register as fully paid up, but 
nothing was in fact paid for them. The company was be- 
fore Jong ordered to be wound up. The liquidator sought 
to make this director liable as a contributory for the 200 
shares which were registered in his name, as well as for 
250 shares as the qualification of a director, and Malins, 
V.C., held that he must be placed on the list of contribu- 
tories for 250 unpaid shares. The Court of Appeal (James, 
L.J., and Brett and Amphlett, JJ.A.) held that. as the 
constitution of the company did not fix any qualification 
for the directors, no such qualification could be 
imposed by a mere resolution of the board. And, 
mor:over, as the director had not entered into an agree- 
ment with the company to take any but fully paid-up 
shares, he was not liable in the character of a contributory 
at all. But the court held that the agreement with the 
agent was fraudulent and witra sires, that it was a mere 
sham, and that the director who had made himself a party 
to such an arrangement had been guilty of a grave misfeas- 
ance in relation to the company, which rendered him liable 
under section 165 to pay the value of the property of the 
company—the shares of which he had thus possessed 
himeelf of. It was not, the court said, a necessary conclusion 
of law that the real value of the shares was the same as the 
nominal value. Ifthe shares had at the time of the trans- 
action been dealt with in the market at a leas price than 
their nominal value, that fact might have been admissible 
evidence of the value. But, there being no evidence of that 
kind, and it being shown that, at the dateof the transaction 
im question, allotments had been made of shares in the 
company to bona fide applicants at the full nominal value, 
the court held that, as against the wron , the value of the 
shares must be taken to be that sum which he, acting as an 
honest director, would have got for them'from an honest 





pets, t.e., the full nominal value, They held, there. 


ore, that he must pay to the liquidator a sum equal to the 
full nominal value of the shares which were registered in 
his name. 


Parties—Appinc New PuaintirF—Orp. 16, rr. 2, 13, 
—On the 7th inst., the Court of Appeal affirmed the decision 
of Hall, V.C.,in The New Westminster Brewery Company 
v. Hannah (24 W. R, 899). The facts were shortly these :— 
In the winding up of a brewery company, the liquidators 
assigned the business and all the property of the company 
to anew company. One of the assets of the old company con. 
sisted of a mortgage of the lease of a public-house, upon 
the security of which they had lent a sum of money to the 
lessee. After the assignment to the new company, it wag 
discovered that this security was practically worthlesg, 
owing to the fact that the lessor had no power to grant the 
lease. It also appeared that one of the directors of the old 
company, who had been a party to the lending of the 
money, was aware, when the lease was made, of the defect in 
the lease, but concealed it from his co-directors. He having 
died, the new company filed a bill against his executor to 
compel his estate to make good the loss which had resulted 
from his breach of duty. Hall, V.C., held that the new 
company could not sustain the suit, on the ground that the 
assignment to them did not include the right of the old 
company to sue their director for his breach of duty. And 
his lordship also held that r. 13 of ord. 16 did not authorize 
the adding the old company as co-plaintiffs with the new 
company. The Court of Appeal (James, L.J., and Brett 
and Amphlett, JJ.A.) agreed in holding that the right 
of the old company to sue their director was not, 
in fact, comprised in the assignment. James, LJ, 
and Brett, J.A, held that such a right was 
one which could not be legally assigned, though 
Amphlett, J.A., was not clear as to this, Their lordships 
were unanimous in holding that the case was one to 
which r. 13 did not apply. That rule, they said, did not 
authorize a new plaintiff to be added when the existing 
plaintiff had no ground of action at all. Brett, J.A., was 
also of opinion that the old company could not heve 
maintained the suit, because they had sustained no 
damage. They had sold their interest in the lease, and 
there was nothing to show that they had not got the fall 
value of it on the assumption that the lease was valid. 
As, therefore, neither the old company nor the new com- 
pany alone could maintain the suit, they could not main- 
tain it as co-plaintiffs. The practical result was that, 
though a wrong had evidently been committed, by which 
the value of the property purchased by the new company 
had been affected, there was no remedy for it. 


os 


CHancery Action iN District Recistay—TRial m 
Lonpon — TrRaNnsFER OF RecorD.—On the 8th inst, 
in @ partnership action (Lumb v. Whiteley) which 
bad been commenced in the district registry at Leeds, 
W. W. Karslake moved that the papers might be sent up 
to London for the trial of the action. No appearance 
had been entered by the defendant, and a statement of 
claim had been filed in the district registry. Hall, V.C., 
said his impression was that the motion was not necessary. 
He thought the proper course was to apply tothe district 
registrar at Leeds to set down the action on motion for 
judgment, and that the papers would then be sent up to 
London for the hearing without further order. 


Sorstirurep Service—Assconpinc DerenpaANnt—Ap- 
VERTISEMENT—Notice or Motion ror JupaMentT—Orp. 
9, x. 2; Orv. 13, x. 7—On the same day Whitworth moved 
in a foreclosure action (Bank of Whitehaven v, Thompson) 
for the appointment of a receiver before service of the 
writ, and applied for the direction of Vice-Chancellor Hall 
as to the mode of effecting substituted service. 
defendant had absconded, and his wife and family did not 
know his whereabouts. The cases of Cook v. Dey (24 W. BR. 
362, L. R. 2 Ch. D. 218) and Crane vy. Jullion (24 W. RB. 
691, L. BR. 2 Ch. D. 220) were cited. The Vice- 
Chancellor made an order for a receiver, and said the writ 
must be served upon the wife of the defendant, and notice 
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ofit be advertized in the London Gazette and Times. The 

rtisements should be so framed as to give notice that, 

jn default of appearance, the plaintiff would move for 
judgment at such time and place as might be proper. 





AppEaL From JupGe's Summons,—Orp. 54, rz. 2, 4, 6.— 
An application was made on the 3rd inst. to the 
Exchequer Division under ord. 54, r. 6, to vary an order 
made by a master in an iuterpleader issue, in which the 


. master had jurisdiction only by consent of the parties. 


The court (Cleasby and Pollock, BB.) said that all the 
judges were now agreed as to the practice in these cases, 
and that appeals from the decision of a master must 
always be made under ord. 54, r. 4, to a judge at 
chambers, and that the fact of the master having by 
consent had the jurisdiction of a judge made no difference. 





CODIFICATION OF THE CRIMINAL LAW. 


On Tuesday evening Sir James F. Stephen, Q.C., delivered 
alecture on this subject in the theatre of the Society 
of Arts, Adelphi. Lord Coleridge presided, and among 
those on the platform were Sir George W. W. Bramwell, 
Justice of Appeal, Mr. Mundella, M.P., Mr. J. Holms, 
M.P., Mr. Hinde Palmer, Q.C., Admiral Maxse, Professor 
Hunter, Karl Fortescue, Mr. F. Pollock, Mr. C. M. Roupell, 
Mr. F. 8. Reilly, Mr. F. Meadows White, Mr. F. Harrison, 
&e 


Sir J. F, SrepHEn said ho had long been of opinion that 
the law should be put into a form intelligible to persons 
willing to take a reasonable degree of trouble to acquaint 
themselves with it, so as to form a branch of study as in- 
teresting, and as generally popular, as almost any 
other. He hoped that if the law was thrown into such a 
shape they would not only have done something of the 
greatest public convenience, but they would also have 
added a new branch to literature, and a new topic for 
public discussion. Incoming to the subject itself, he must 
observe that in regard to the subject of codification two 
great questions arose—first, the question how they were 
to draw this code, and secondly, how they were to pass 
this code into a law. With respect to the second of 
these questions, no one was more aware than himself 
of the extreme difficulty of dealing with it. It was 
for Parliament to determine on the proper mode of mould- 
ing the law into its proper shape, and he hoped they would 
find the proper means of doing it. One branch of the law 
defined crimes and allotted punishments, and another 
pointed to the mode of proceeding. There was the law 
relating to crimes and punishments, and that relating 
to criminal procedure. They must have two eodes—a 
penal code and a code of criminal procedure. He would 
confine himself to the former code on the present 
occasion. In order to construct a rational code suitable to 
the present day it was necessary to determine what the 
law of the land is, then to consider what it ought to be, and 
next to consider what steps to take from what it is to what 
it ought to be. Those were the things necessary to get a 
good penal code. In the first place they must consider it 
with respect to its substance, and next with respeot to its 
form. As to its substance, at the present day the greater 
part of it was rational and humane, and the more a 
man understood its principles and procedure the more 
he would see that it was a system on the whole to 
be prond of. But its humanity and reasonableness 
were not of ancient date. It was formerly disgraced 
by great cruelty, and also by technivalities, by which, 
#2 some extent, the cruelty was nevtralized. Its present 
state was one of the results of the desire to improve 
our institutions which had been in operation in this 
country during the last half-century at least. If they were 
to contrast the criminal law of England fifty years ago with 
what it was now they would be as much surprised as if they 
were to contrast the Parliament of our period with that of 
an early date. But even now the law wus confused, intricate 
and very different from what it'should be. The law was com- 
pees of three distinct elements, First, a large portion of 
t consisted of unwritten rules and principles, which had 


been handed down by tradition from one generation of 

judges and barristers to another. Secondly, another portion 

consisted of Acts of Parliament; while the third element 

consisted of reports of cases which had been decided in 

some instances on those unwritten principles to which he had 

referred, and in other cases on the meaning of Acts of Par- 

liament. The result of the whole of this was that 

the law formed an enormous mass of Acts of Parlia- 

ment, text-books, and reports of decided cases. The 

whole gave a mass of solid good sense’ and great 

shrewdness, but it contained it in a shape almost enough to 

drive the most patient student to distraction. ‘‘ Russell 

on Crimes,” the book of authority on the subject, con- 

tained 2,886 large octavo pages, it filled three enormous 

volumes, and cost five guineasand a half, and that would 
give some notion of the difficulty of reducing the matter to 

a moderate shape. As to the question of codifying the 
statutes, the statute law consisted of a great number of Acts 
of Parliament, defining with very great precision and elabo- 
ration the different offences it was intended to punish. How 
were these to be abbreviated without altering the 
law? There were different ways of expressing a thing 
at greater or less length and with greater or less 
clearness. With the assistance of Mr. Russell Gurney, 
he (Sir J. F. Stephen) had prepared a Bill for the codifica- 

tion of the law with reference to homicide. The Bill went 
before a select committee, which made a report which in 
effect said that, though it was desirable to codify the law, 
they did not see their way to further action. He had 
thonght it possible to reduce a portion of the law into 
a clearer shape, and he hoped to publish a book in the 
course of a few weeks, the net result of which was that the 
criminal law could be expressed in about 300 moderate-sized 
octavo pages. As to the contents of the criminal law, it 
was the easiest to arrange on an intelligible systematic 
manner. It would fall into various divisions. First, a variety 
of general principles as to what constitutes criminality and 
what constitutes an excuse of acts which would otherwise be 
criminal ; then they would have to define what constituted 
participation in crime; then there was the definition of 
punishment to be inflicted; then they would go to the 
different crimes that might be committed; then came 
offences against public authority, and acts injurious to the 
public at large. They might pass to the causes which 
affected individuals as regarded their persons and their 
property. Then there were some cases in which breach 
of contract was concerned, such as the law of conspiracy, 
and of master and servant, and on such matters they 
ought to have the most distinct and definite state- 
ments. The law on all these subjects might be greatly 
compressed. It would be a public misfortune to re-enact 
the criminal law of England just as it stands, in its pre- 
sent condition, for it required much change, not only in its 
form, bat also in its substance, for ‘it contained some 
things that were obsolete, some things excessively 
teshnical and intricate, and also there would be found a 
great deal of matter very clumsily arranged. In order to 
make @ penal code such as the nation ought to have, very 
wide alterations should be made in the law itself. He 
suggested that they should go through some statement of 
the criminal law, remedy one by one its various defects, 
remove those parts of the law which are obsolete; and by 
making those changes they would have improved the law 
to a considerable extent. By making such improvements 
they would, as it were, be taking away the stakes around 
which the weeds cling, so that the stream might ran the 
clearer. They would then be able to re-enact the 
criminal law in a much shorter form than that in which it 
now stood, and they might then re-cast the whole, so as to 
make it worthy of the country and of the time. 


Mr. J. D. Prior (secretary Amalgamated Carpenters and 
Joiners’ Society ) proposed, and Mr. J. Burnett (seoretary 
Amalgamated Society of Engineers) seconded, this resolu- 
tion:—‘' That this meeting is of opinion that the time has 
now arrived when it is incumbent upon the Government to 
codify the criminal laws of this country, and earnestly 
prays her Majesty's Government not to let this session of 
Parliament pass away without steps having been taken to 
secure this object.” 

Barl ForTescur, asa magistrate and legislator of man 
years’ standing, had a strong conviction that the | 
law of the country required amendment, but more in its 
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form than in its substance. Althoughof late years Parlia- 
ment had done much to remove injustice, still the legisla- 
tion on sanitary matters, for instance, had added not 
inconsiderably to the complications and intricacies of the 
Jaw. 

Sir G. W. W. Bramwett (who was very warmly re- 
ceived) said he was decidedly in favour of codification. 
It was impossible for any man of methodical mind to 
be satisfied with the present state of the law, and a code 
would certainly be an enormous facility to those who had 
to administer and practise the law. He did not believe 
that without commentaries the code could be used, or that 
it would be much read by the people generally. 

Mr. R. S. Wrieur and Mr. F. Harrison having also 
spoken, 

Lord CoLERinGE, in putting the resolution, said that 
when he was Attorney-General he had tried to simplify 
the law of evidence, and the law relating to juries, but he 
confessed his experience was not encouraging. The con 
sideration of the matter had led him to the conclusion 
that the distinction between a code and a digest ought 
never to be lost sight of in these discussions. A digest 
might form excellent and handy materials for a future 
code. The distinction was plain, and important to remem- 
ber. A digest was a statement, more or less clear, of the 
law as it stands, That might be very useful to the 
legislator, and a wonder to the jurist. But acode was a 
statement of the Jaw, not as itis, but as it should be. I[t 
made that clear which had been obscure, it mitigated that 
which had been harsh,and made that reasonable which 
bad been unreasonable, But no Minister in this country. 
would undertake to press a code through Parliament in 
face of an opposition. To debate a code in the Houses of 
Parliament would be impracticable in this country without 
the surrender of powers which hitherto both Houses had 
refused to let pass from their hands. Meetings like that 
were the means by which a change could be effected. For 
himself, he should be always glad to aid in simplifying the 
law, and in aiding, so far as it could be done, te secure a 
code worthy of the country. 

The resolution was passed unanimously. 

Mr. J. Broapuurst (secretary to the Trades Union Con- 
gress Parliamentary Committee) moved, and 

Mr. Rormery (secretary to tbe Steel Makers’ Society, 
Sheffield) seconded, a vote of thanks to Sir James F. 
Stephen for his lecture. 


Sir James acknowledged the vote. 





CHANCERY COURT OF LANCASTER. 


Tue Chancery Court of the County Palatine of Lancaster, 
says the Manchester Guardian, commenced its session on 
Tuesday. The court has until lately been excepted from 
the operation of the Judicature Acts and rules, but last 
December the Chancellor, with the consent of one of the 
Lords Justices and Vice-Chancellor Little, issued rules of 
court the same as those which apply to the Chancery Divi- 
sion of the High Court of Justice, and thus, after a short 
period of hesitation, abolished the practice of the local court, 
which had become anomalous. Under the new rules the 
examination of witnesses in court instead of the reading of 
affidavits is introduced, and will probably have the effect, as 
in London, of adding to the le of time required for the 
cases, and the further effect of causing the trial in Manches- 
ter itself of all chancery actions where the expense of carry- 
ing witnesses elsewhere would be material. The Vice- 
Chancellor accordingly has designed a change in the 
arrangements for the sittings of the court at Manchester, 
which formerly followed the rising of the c courts 
in London, and were bound up with the sittings at Liverpool, 
which were held on the second day after the Manchester 
sittings began. The Vice-Chancellor has now settled that 
the sittings for Manchester shall be separated from those for 
Liverpool, and that there shall be time for all cases in the 
Manchester list to be tried without an adjournment inter- 
vening as heretofore. It is intended independent 
sittings shall be held four times a year at each place ; and 
on the whole it weuld appear as if the importance of the 
chancery court at Manchester and the convenience of carry- 
ing on actions there would be largely increased. A week 








—=sz 
has been allowed for the present sittings, the court not 

held at Liverpool till the 13th, but the list does not look ag 
if more than half of the time would be occupied, and as mogt 
of the cases come under the old practice, few of the 
actions yet being ripe for appearance in court, there is little 
of novelty in the proceedings. The causes of Carver y. Bow. 
ker and Carver v. Pinto Leite which appear in the list are 
not to be heard at these sittings, but are set down by 
consent for hearing in London on the 18th of April ang 
following days, a course which the Vice-Chancellor is stil] 
able to direct, but which is not likely in future cases to be 
followed, since there will be ample time under the new 
arrangements for hearing all cases at the sittings in Man. 
chester itself, and the proceedings in London for the future 
will probably be merely of an interlocutory character. The 
list contains only twenty cases, 





THE AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS ACT, 


Ar the first meeting of the present session of the Farmers’ 
Club, held on Monday evening at the Caledonian Hotel, 
Adelphi, a paper was read by Mr. S. B. L. Druce, secretary, 
on “ The Operation of the Agricultural Holdings (England) 
Act, 1875.” He commenced by referring to the state of the 
law relating te improvements effected by agricultural 
tenants upon their holdings before the Act, and then mep- 
tioned the steps that had from time to time been taken to 
alter and improve that law, under which head he more 
particularly referred to the steps taken in such direction 
the Farmers’ Club, and, lastly, spoke at length of the Act 
itself. In summing up the result of its operations hs said 
that he thought they might fairly say, firstly, as a 
general rule, the Act was excluded, and that by landlords, 
from operating in respect of tenancies from year to year, 
or at will, which were current when it came into operation, 
Secondly, as to tenancies which had begun since the Act 
came into operation, the Act was to a large extent excluded; 
but, thirdly, the provisions of the Act relating to payment 
of compensation for unexhausted improvements, especially 
those of the second and third classes, were adopted by special 
agreement, and in many cases the time of the notice to quit 
was extended from six to twelve months. Fourthly, the 
Act, and the debates upon it in the Houses of Parliament and 
elsewhere, had caused more attention to be paid to the sub. 
ject of compensating tenants for their unexhausted improve- 
ments, and, lastly, they might say, caused more liberal leases 
and agreements to be granted than formerly, and the 
Act was, therefore, indirectly a benefit to tenant farmers, 
The Act, indeed, seemed to him to be a great deal more than 
a mere “ homily to landlords,” as it was sarcastically de- 
scribed when it was under discussion ; for, although it per- 
mitted intending landlords and tenants to enter into special 
agreements for themselves, thereby reserving to both classes 
‘liberty of contract” touching the farms the one olass 
wished to let and the other to take; yet, in the absence of 
any such special agreement and of any particular “ custom 
of the country,” it had created a general ‘‘ custom’”’ in the 
tenant’s favour. It had, in his opinion, altogether altered 
the old principle of law which was so tersely expressed in 
the maxim, Quicguid plantatur solo solo cedit, because it 
afforded a tenant aright to be compensated for those yy 
which he, so to say, implanted in or affixed or added to 
soil, and of which he did not himself reap the full benefit 
during the time his tenancy lasted, and this being so it must, 
he thought, be a subject of congratulation among the tenant 
farmers of England that so great and important an alteration 
of the law had been made in their favour. In opening the 
discussion which followed, Mr. Clarke said the question was 
whether or not they were to have compulsory legislation. 
If they wanted tenant-right they must put it on the ground 
of national advantage. It was quite right, he contended, 
that tenants should have compensation; they must have 
security, and every opportunity must be oo for dovelone 
the resources of the soil. Mr. Clare Sewell Read, M.P., 
believed that the Agricultural Holdings Act had already 
done séme good, and would do a vast amount of good in the 
days to come. The operation would be gradual, and at the 
same time growing in its effect. It was an Act about as 
fairly drawn as possible, and one great feature of it was 
that it protected landowners against bad tenants. He could 
not understand why so many landlords had contracted them- 
selves out of the Act. He was sure its main principles 
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qight be adopted with pee justice throughout the king- 
dom. With respect to limited owners, this Act had given 
power, which they did not possess before, of charging 
estates for the compensation they had paid to the 
tenants, which he considered a great advantage indeed. The 
Times had said that the Act was a ‘‘homily for landlords,” 
‘No doubt it was a “ homily,” which would permeate through 
allof them in time. Those rights, privileges, and duties 
hich were secured to landlords by law they retained with 
the greatest pleasure and persistency ; on the other hand, 
they wished whatever good they did should not be done by 
law, but by their own free will. That seemed to him to 
be an exceedingly narrow view of the case. If there were 
mestionable laws for the protection of the landlords, so 
Nas ought to be a general law for the protection of the 
farmer. He believed if that Bill was made compulsory to- 
morrow it would allow the landlord to do whatever was 
wight, and {prevent him doing that which was actually 


wrong. 





THE SCOTCH BENCH AND BAR. 


A“Scorcu Curent ’’ writes to the Times :—‘*‘ The article in 
the Times of Wednesday, the 31st ult., as well as the letter 
jn the Times of the previous Tuesday, from ‘An Old 
Practitioner,’ have interested many a client north of the 
Tweed. In India there seems to be a dearth of rain, caus- 
ing famine and starvation ; while in Great Britain we are 
suffering from overmuch rain and snow. So it is in Eng- 
Jand as distinguished from Scotland, as regards the business 
before the law courts in each country. In England you 
have too few judges, and not sufficient law courts where 
cases may be heard. And the ‘Old Practitioner’ says 
that ‘he knows of at least 100 chancery barristers and 100 
common law barristers, all of whom would make excellent 


es,” 
7 Scotland the case is far different. The law courts are 
sitting in the Edinburgh Parliament House, and the judges 
rise early every day, having too few causes to oceupy their 
time, And some of the law courts are actually said to be 
notin use. Again, how different in Scotland from Eng- 
fand, when I tell you that the Government scarce know 
how to fill up the judgeship now vacant by the decease of 
the late Lord Neaves. ‘The fact 1s, there are not ten advo- 
cates from whom to choose a judge. There are three prin- 
cipal sheriffships vacant, and there are too few advocates 
from whom to select experienced sheriffs. I say experienced 
sheriffs because the eounty sheriff-substitutes, appointed 
by the sheriffs (not by the Crown), are mostly young, brief- 
‘less advocates, of little knowledge of the world, and the 
very barest a ogee with the practice of the bar, so 
far as holding Jide briefs. These sheriffs’ substitutes 
are, on the average, too young and inexperienced, though 
they have the responsibilities of the experienced county 
-court judges of England—gentlemen who have had large 
practice in Westminster Hall and on circuit. 

“The fact is the Scotch bar requires more attraction in 
order to keep a sufficient number of clever and able young 
men in training for judicial appointments. 

“May the day never come when the Lord Advocate of 
Scotland, as the head of the Scotch bar, knows 80 little of 
world-like experience, or of bar practice, as to require 

“everything to be laid before him in brieflike shape before 
he can comprehend what is required of him to falfil his 
-@uties properly.” 

“A Scotch Advocate” writes in reply :—‘ In reference 
‘to the assertion of your correspondent, ‘A Scotch Client,’ 
that ‘Scotch sheriff-substitutes are, on the average, too 

show. and inexperienced, though they have the responsi- 
ities of the experienced county court judges of England,’ 

T venture to call your attention to the fact, easily verified 

‘by reference to ‘Oliver and Boyd’s Almanac,’ that the 
dates of call to the bar of the thirty-nine advocates now 

sheriff-substitutes range from 1819 to 1871, the majority 
having become advocates between 1843 and 1861. Many 

of these gentlemen when appointed sheriff-substitutes 

were not briefless, and many more certainly not in their 

youth, As Agron a experience, I suppose that on 

the bench, as at table, /’appetit vient en mangeant. Inthe 

above are not included those local practitioners in the sheriff 
courts who, though not members of the Edinburgh bar, 
rare eligible for the post of sheriff-substitute, and have 
been selected to fill it consequence of their experience in 


“ An Advocate” writes :—‘‘ A Scotch Client” must surely 
be a client who has lost his case, for that it is difficult to ac- 
count otherwise for the blundering hostility of his remarkson 
the bench and bar of his native country. I do not propose to 
occupy your space with a discussion of the general question 
whether the Supreme Court of Scotland is as fully employed 
asitmight be. It is, at least, doing its work with a rapidity 
which will bear comparison with that of any other court 
in the country, and which is mainly due to the provisions 
of Lord Gordon’s Procedure Act of 1868, loyally carried 
out as these have been by the judges and the profession 
generally. But I ask leave to correct a few of the glaring 
inaccuracies with which your correspondent supports his 
case. It is not true that ‘the judges rise early every day,’ 
unless the early rising to which he refers be that which is 
said to make a man ‘healthy, wealthy, and wise.’ If he 
refers to their time of rising from the judgment-seat, I 
grant that occasionally one or two of those who sit alone 
rise early; bat eight out of the thirteen are divisional 
judges, and the divisions sit uniformly from ten to four 
o'clock. Equally apocryphal is his information that ‘some 
of the law courts are actually said to be not in use.’ If so, 
these courts must be like the ‘secret chambers’ of which 
Blackwood has recently been writing, hid from mortal eye, 
save that of the ‘Client,’ or his informant. But it 
is when he comes to speak of the sheriffs that your cor- 
respondent displays his ignorance most, He says three 
principal sheriffships are vacant, whereas there are only 
two; and then he makes the astounding statement that 
the sheriff-substitutes are ‘mostly young briefless advo- 
cates, of little knowledge of the world, and the very 
barest acquaintance with the practice of the bar.’ Why, 
out of the forty advocates who fill the office of sheriff-sub« 
stitute in Scotland, only four are of less than twelve years” 
standing at the bar, and the larger proportion range fronz 
twenty to fifty-eight years’ standing. It will certainly be 
@ surprise, though possibly an agreeable one, to those 
middle-aged and elderly gentlemen to find themselves de-~ 
scribed as ‘ young briefless advocates,’ As to their ‘ know- 
ledge of the world,’ it is a vague term which I do not care 
to discuss ; but I should think that if any one of them ex< 
hibited as little knowledge of the facts around him as ‘A 
Scotch Client,’ he would have very little chance of retain- 
ing his place. Your correspondent ends his letter with a 
mysterious aspiration that the day may never come when 
the Lord Advocate ‘knows so little of world-like experi- 
ence or of bar practice’ as to do something or other which 
I do not profess to understand. As Serjeant Buzfaz com< 
mented on Mr. Pickwick’s message about the warming< 
pan by exclaiming, ‘Why, gentlemen, who does trouble 
himself about a warming-pan ?’ so I may be permitted ta 
inquire, ‘ Who does expect that the day will ever coma 
when the Lord Advocate is to do this mysterious thing ?’, 
But a trace to the maundering misrepr tions of ‘A 
Scotch Client!’ Let the judicial members of the House 
of Lords be asked their opinion of the judgments of the 
Scottish bench and the pleadings of the Scottish bar, and 
I, as an humble member of the latter, shall be content to 
abide by it.” 











One of our contributing editors, says the Central Law 
Journal, in apologizing for not annotating certain decisions 
sent to him, writes :—‘ Our court has been in session here 
for the last ten days, almost day and night. It is not run 
like one of your kid-glove city courts. It convenes at the 
healthy hour of eight a.m., and adjourns at noon long 
enough for one to bolt his dinner—if he has little to bolt ; 
and evening sessions are held continuing until ten or eleven 
o'clock at night.” 

At the meeting of the town council of Ludlow on Friday, 
the Srd inst., Mr. Anderson proposed that Mr. Theophilus 
John Salwey be appointed to the office of clerk of the 
peace, In doing so he necessarily referred to the vacancy 
caused by the death of the late Mr. Salwey (see ante, p. 
263), whom he had known for a long period, and for whom 
the town, generally, had testified their respect in closing 
their shops on the day of his funeral. The daties of the 
office had for some time been discharged by hia son very 
satisfactorily. He had therefore mach pleasure in. pro- 
posing him for the appointment. Mr. Southern seconded 
the resolution, and the election of Mr. Theophilus J. Salwey 





the practice of the courts.’ 


was unanimously carried, 
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General Correspondence. 


*,* C. R. C. (Westminster).—We have not yet received 
the information asked for. 


A SuacestTion to Law PuBLISHERS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 


Sir,—Will you permit me to call attention to the fact 
that, although solicitors have numerous works containing 
legal forms, such as Davidson, Prideaux, Rouse, Crabb, &c., 
there is still a want of an extensive collection of forms 
suitable for occasional use ? The ordinary collections supply 
the forms in daily use, but if a form is required a little 
out of the ordinary way these collections do not afford any 
assistance. Much time has then to be spent in the prepara- 
tion of the instrument, most of which might have been 
saved had a printed form been found which a clerk might 
have copied. This is of consequence to a solicitor who, in 
the press of business, has little time to spare for the con- 
sideration of new forms. Forms to meet an immense 
variety of circumstances must have been prepared by or for 
solicitors, and there is little doubt that these forms could be 
made available for the general benefit of the profession if an 
enterprizing publisher could be found. The preparation of 
such a collection need not be expensive. The services of a 
young barrister might be obtained to edit each volume fora 
given sum, or a separate man for each volume, and his duties 
would not be difficult. I should not suggest anything like 
legal articles on each class of forms, but simply a Jarge col- 
lection of forms arranged somewhat like Bythewood’s Con- 
veyancing, and giving a volume or more to each heading, or 
rather each important heading. The expense might be 
provided for by each volume being issued separately and by 
subscription. The forms I feel sure would be readily 
supplied by solicitors, and the scheme need not at all inter- 
fere with the existing collections, as all forms of an every-day 
character could be omitted. An experiment might be made 
with forms under one heading, say agreements, and it should 
include agreements on as wide a range of subjects as possible, 
including agreements for every county, mining agreements, 
agreements for services, and so on. Cannot some publisher 
be induced to prepare a formal scheme for such a work? It 
seems a waste of time for one man to spend hours in pre- 
paring form which a brother solicitor could have 
supplied. A Country Soriciror. 








Obituary. 


MR. JAMES JERWOOD. 


Mr. James Jerwood, barrister, recorder of Southmolton, 
died at his residence at Exeter on the 19th ult. Mr. Jer- 
wood had raised himself from an humble position of life, 
being the son of a blacksmith at Poughill, Devonshire. He 
was educated at the village school there, and after actin 
for some time as an usher at the Honiton Grammar Schoo 
he proceeded to St. John’s College, Cambridge, where he 
graduated as a junior optime in 1831. He was called to 
the bar at the Middle Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1836, 
and joined the Western Circuit. Mr. Jerwood was for 
several years an assistant-commissioner, under the Tithe 
Commutation Act, for Devonshire. Oni the abolition of his 
office he returned to the bar, practising locally at Exeter, 
and he was recorder of the borough of Southmolton. Mr. 
Jerwood was a constant contributor to the Western Times 
and other newspapers, and had been for many years vice- 
president of the r Literary Society. 


MR. HENRY HILL. 


Mr. Henry Hill, solicitor, died at his residence, 15, Manor- 
toad, Holloway, on the 22nd ult., after a few weeks’ illness. 
Mr. Hill was the son of the Rev. Ieaac Hill, head-master 
of the Mercers’ School, and Rector of Holy Trinity, Minories, 
and he was born at Lewisham in 1811. Having been 
educated at the Mercers’ School, and having been articled 





to Mr. John Scott, of St. Mildred’s-court, Poultry, he was 
admitted a solicitor in 1834. He formerly a at 4, 
New London-street, in partnership with Mr. Alexander 
Mitchell ; next at 1, Bury-street, St. Mary-axe, in partner. 
ship with Mr. Richard Gardner Mathews; afterwards at 73, 
Cannon-street, in partnership with Mr. Savile Richard Hoyle; 
and more recently he had occupied offices at 30, Queen. 
street, Cheapside. Mr. Hill was for many years ward clerk 
of Queenhithe Ward, but vacated the post about two 
years ago on being elected a member of the Common 
Council for that ward, when he was succeeded by his go; 
Mr. Frederick Hill, who was admitted a solicitor in 1874, 
Mr. Hill was for some time a member of the Vestry of St, 
Mary, Islington, and he held up to the time of his death 
the offices of vestry clerk andsolicitor to the parish estates 
of St. Michael, Queenhithe. He was also a commissioner 
to administer oaths in the High Court, a perpetual com, 
missioner for London, Westminster, and Middlesex, 
director of the London Cemetery Company and the Vauxhal} 
Bridge Company, and a liveryman of the Goldsmithy 
Company. During a long and varied professional ex- 
perience Mr. Hill had, by his industry and urbanity, woa 
the esteem of a very large circle of clients and friends, 
His politics were Conservative, and he had worked hard for: 
his party in many contests for the city of London and the 
borough of Finsbury. Mr. Hill had been a widower for 
about four years, and he leaves nine children. He was 
buried on Friday, the 26th ult., at Highgate Cemetery, 


MR. MACNAMARA., 


Mr. Henry Tyrwhitt Jones Macnamara, barrister, one 
of the Railway and Canal Traffic Commissioners, died at 
his residence, 34, Linden-gardens, Bayswater, on the 2nd 
inst., after an illness of several weeks, at the age of fifty. 
seven. The deceased was the second son of Mr. Frederick 
Hayes Macnamara, and was born in 1820. He wag 
educated at the Lichfield Grammar School, and, having 
entered at Lincoln’s-inn at an early age, he practised for 
several years as a special pleader. In Michaelmas Te 
1849, he was called to the bar, and selected the Oxford 
Circuit. While still below the bar he had published “4 
Practical Treatise on Nullities and Irregularities in the 
Law,” and “ A Treatise on Pleas and Counts allowed to be 
pleaded together” ; and these books, combined with hig 
early reputation as an able pleader and sound lawyer, 
goon Secured him business of a good class, while his suc. 
cessive editions’ of ‘‘ Paley on Convictions” established 
his reputation as a criminal lawyer. The only drawback 
to Mr. Macnamara’s success in the profession was hig 
delicacy of health, and he never aspired to a silk 
gown. He held the office of recorder of the borough 
of Reading from 1864 till 1869, when he was appointed a 
magistrate at Worship-street Police-court, but ia deference 
to the wishes of his friends he immediately afterwards re- 
linquished the appointment and returned to his practice at 
the bar. In 1871 he was appointed judge of county courts 
for Marylebone, Brompton, and Brentford (Circuit No. 43), 
a selection which was warmly approved by the profession, 
though many of his friends felt that he deserved a much 
higher position. On the passing of the Kailway and Canal 
Traffie Regulation Act of 1873, Mr. Maenamara was 
selected as a member of the new commission, jointly 
with Sir F, Peel and Mr. Price. The new tribunal has 
worked satisfactorily, and probably its most valuable 
element was Mr. Macnamara’s knowledge and experience. 
The practice of the court was mainly settled by him, and 
his co’ and patience won the approval of all who ap- 
peared before him. Mr. Macnamara was attacked with 

ralysis some months ago, but the attack was so slight, and 

is health had so much improved that it was for a long time 
hoped he would be able to resume his duties. Repeated 
attacks, however, frustrated these hopes; and it had lately 
become manifest to his friends that there was no prospect 
of his resuming his duties. He was married to a sister of 
Sir Walter Morgan, Chief Justice of Madras, and he leaves 
two sons and three daughters. 
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Appointnrents, Ete. 


Mr. Jonn Atrrep Atsop, solicitor, of No. 23, Great 
Marlborough-street, London, W., and Willesden, Middlesex, 
has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in 
the Supreme Court of Judicature. 

Mr. Epwarp Grsson, Q.C., M.P., who succeeds Chief 
Justice May as Attorney-General for Ireland, is the second 
gon of Mr. William Gibson, formerly taxing master of the 
Court of Chancery in Ireland. He was born in 1837, and 
was educated at Trinity College, Dublin, where he graduated 
B.A. in 1858, and M.A. in 1861. He was called to the bar 
at Dublin in 1860, and is a member of the Leicester Circuit. 
Mr. Gibson became a Queen’s Counsel in 1870, and was 
elected M.P. for the University of Dublin in the Conserva- 
tive interest in January, 1875. 


Mr. Jasper Greson, solicitor, of No. 64, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields, W.C., and of Berkeley Lodge, Shootup-hill, Crickle- 
wood, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer 
Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. M. H. Jacoss, solicitor, of 20, Budge-row, Cannon- 
street, has been appointed a Commissioner for the State 
of California, U.S.A., to administer Oaths, to take and 
certify Depositions, and to certify Deeds, &c. 

The Right Hon. Gzorce Avaustus Caicnester May, 
Q.C., Attorney-General for Ireland, has been appointed 
Chief Justice of the Irish Court of Queen’s Bench, in 
succession tothe Right Hon. James Whiteside, deceased. The 
new Chief Justice was formerly a Fellow of Magdalen College, 
Cambridge, where he graduated in 1838 as thirty-sixth 
wrangler, and third in the first class of the classical tripos. 
He was called to the bar in Ireland in 1844, and became a 
Queen’s Counsel in 1863, and a bencher of the King’s-inn 
in 1873. On the formation of the present Government he 
was appointed law adviser to the Lord Lieutenant, and in 
December, 1875, he became Attorney-General for Ireland, 
and was sworn in as amember of the Irish Privy Council. 
Mr. May unsuccessfully contested the borough of Carrick- 
fergus in the Conservative interest in 1874. 


Mr. Freperick Jonn Mekcer, solicitor and notary (of 
the firm of Mercer, Edwards, & Mercer), of Deal, Sand- 
wich, and Walmer, has been elected Clerk to the School 
Attendance Committee of the Deal Town Council. Mr. 
Mercer is the son of Mr. George Mercer, town clerk and 
coroner for the borough of Deal. He was admitted a 
solicitor in 1870, and is clerk (jointly with his father) to 
the magistrates for the Deal division of the Cinque Ports. 


Mr. JoszpH Mason Moorg, solicitor, of South Shields, 
has been appointed a Magistrate for the Borough of 
Jarrow. Mr. Moore was admitted a solicitor in 1859, and 
is town clerk of South Shields and clerk to the county 
Magistrates. 

Mr. G. Russet Rogers, solicitor (of the firm of O, 
Rogers & Son), of 7, Westminster-chambers, Vietoria-street, 
Westminster, has been ne a Commissioner to take 
Affidavits in the Supreme Court of Judicature in England. 


Mr. Vincent Henry STaxton, solicitor, of Sheerness, 
has been elected Clerk to the Minster-in-Sheppey School 
Board, and Clerk to the Local Board of Health for the 
tue of Sheerness. Mr. Stallon was admitted a solicitor 


Mr. Tuomas Lutaer Sweeting, solicitor, of No. 2, 
Farnival’s-inn, London, has been appointed a Commissioner 
to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature 
in England. 

Mr, Cuemenr Watpron, solicitor, of Cardiff and Llandaff, 
has been appointed by the Right Hon. Sir James Hannen 
to the office of Registrar of the District Probate on asi" 
at Liandaff, in the place of the late Mr. Joseph Huckwell, 
of Liandaff. Mr. Waldron was admitted a solicitor in 
1850, has practised in Cardiff for the last twenty-five years, 
and has held several public appointments, including 
the local solicitorship to the Marine Department of the 

of Trade. ; 
~ Mr. Cuartes WALrsrs, county court judge at St. John’s, 


New Brunswick, has been appointed Judge of the Vice- 
Admiralty Court of the Province of New Branewick. 





Mr, Joun Warson, solicitor and notary (of the firm of” 
Watson & Wadsworth), of Nottingham, has been elected 
President of the Nottingham Incorporated Law Society for 
the ensuing year. 

Mr. Epwarp Parker WotsTENHOLME, barrister, who- 
has been appointed one of the Conveyancing Counsel to the 
Chancery Division of the High Court of Justice, in succes» 
sion to the late Mr. Thomas Lewin, is the only son of the 
late Mr. Edward Breton Wolstenholme, of Newberry, in 
the county of Kildare, and was born in 1824. He was 


educated at Trinity College, Cambridge, at which college 

he obtained a scholarship in 1846, and graduated asa 

wrangler in 1847, and he was called to the bar at Lincoln’s- 

inn in Michaelmas Term, 1850. Mr. Wolstenholme prac- 

tises as an equity draftsman and conveyancer, and is editorr 

Gointly with Mr, Spencer Vincent) of ‘‘Jarman on 
ills. : 





Sucieties. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At the meeting of this society held at the Law Institu- 
tion on Tuesday last, the 6th inst. (Mr. Gibb in the chair),. 
the question discussed was as follows :—“ A testator 
bequeaths a leasehold house to trustees for the residue of 
the term of eighty years for the benefit of A.; he also 
makes a residuary bequest of all realty and personalty. The 
term being about to expire in .the testator’s lifetime, he 
takes an extension of the lease for 100 years, and dies without 
having altered his will. Does A. take any interest under 
the will ? (See 1 Vict. c. 26, ss. 23, 24; In re Gibson, L. R. 2 
Eq. 669; Cox v. Bennett, L. R. 6 Eq. 422).’’ Mr. Eady opened 
the debate in the affirmative, and after considerable dis- 
cussion it was decided in that way by a majority of one vote. 
The secretary announced that at the recent LL.B. examinas 
tion of the University of London for honours, Mr, Archi- 
bald Arthur Prankerd, B.A., a member of the society, was 
awarded the exhibition in the first class. ‘Thirty-two mem- 
bers were present at the meeting. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


At a meeting held on Wednesday, the 7th inst., a motion 
in favour of holding meetings for the discussion of legal 
subjects on the second and fourth Mondays in each month at 
the Law Institution was carried unanimously. A report of 
the committee on the proposed establishment of a law 
library in connection with the society was laid on the table, 
and formed the basis of a full and lengthy discussion. The 
management is to beintrusted to a librarian, members being 
allowed to retain books for a fortnight, reports, pamphlets, 
er extension 
uence of 

journed: 


and other papers for a week, subject to a 
of time at the discretion of the librarian. In co 
the length of time. occupied, the debate stands 


sine die, 








Before rising on Saturday the Master of the Rolls told 
the bar that he had disposed of all his causes without wit+ 
nesses except ten, which would be in Monday’s paper, and 
that he hoped to go to the Court of Appeal whenever 
quired to do so leaving behind him no arrear of business,. 
except causes with witnesses, most of which he knew were 
merely common law actions. The Legislature had thought 
fit to make him an ez-oficio judge of the Court of Appeal,. 
and he might, owing to the increased length of the sittings,. 
sit there nearly six weeks every year, and yet sit longer 
at the Rolls than any predecessor of his had ever done. 
Mr. Roxbargh, Q.C., referred to the block in chambers,. 
and attributed it to the rapid despatch of business in court,. 
and suggested it might be remedied to some extent by 
sending cases to the official referees. The Master of the 
Rolls said the expense (£6 6s. a day) of the official referees 
was 60 great that they got little to do from the Chancery 
Division. It costa mere trifle to go before the chief clerks,. 
and most suitors preferred a little delay to a great deal of 
expense, 
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Legal Prews. 


Mr. Justice Lopes was entertained at a dinner at the Albion 
Tavern, Aldersgate-street, on Saturday evening last, by the 
members of the Western Circuit, to celebrate his recent 
elevation to the bench. Mr. Prideaux, Q.C., presided, 
and about eighty of the past and present members of the 
circuit attended. Among those present were the Lord Chief 
Justice of England (Sir A. Cockburn), Lord Coleridge, the 
Right Hon. W. H. Massey, Sir George Arney, Mr. Cole, 
Q.C., M.P. (recorder of Plymouth and Devonport), Dr. 
Deane, Q.C., Dr. Stephens, Q.C., Mr. Edlin, Q.C., Mr. M. 
Bere, Q.C., Mr. Serjeant Cox, Mr. Arthur Charles, &c. 


An Ameriean journal says that the Rev. T. Dewitt 
Talmadge preached at the Brooklyn Tabernacle, on the 
21st ult., a sermon upon lawyers. He said:—‘‘There has 
come down a sort of prejudice against this profession. 
Lawyers compel men to pay debts that they don’t want to 
pay ; and as long as they do this—and they always will— 
there will be classes of men who will affect to despise 
this profession. I have had a long and wide acquaintance 
with lawyers ; I have found them in all my parishes; I 
,tarried three years in the office of one, and I have yet to 
find a class of men more generous and straightforward than 
the legal profession. There are men in this profession, as 
there are in all, who are obnoxious to both God and man. 
But if I was on trial for my integrity or my life, I would 
rather have my case submitted to a jury of twelve law- 
yers than to a jury of twelve clergymen. The legal 
profession have a keener sense of justice than is found in 
the sacred calling. It is hard for an attorney to decide 
upon what principles he shall act. On one side Lord 
Brougham says: ‘ The innocence or guilt of your client is 
nothing to you. Save your client at any hazard;’ but no 
right-minded lawyer would adopt such sentiments. On 
tke other hand, Cicero says: ‘ Never plead the cause of a 
bad man,’ forgetting that the greatest villain in the world 
has a right'to a fair trial.’’ 


It is stated that the Archbishop of Canterbury intends 
introducing during the forthcoming sessien a Bill providing 
a new form of procedure against delinquent clergymen 
in place of that under the Church Discipline Act. 
The London correspondent of the Manchester Guardian 
gives the following version of the rumours :—“‘ Instead of 
the old preliminary commission of three to inquire if there 
be prima facie grounds for prosecuting a clergyman, the 
chancellor of the diocese alone will decide, and that without 
the customary public scandal attendant on mere trumped- 
up accusations. If the parties on either side consent to the 
bishop's decision being taken as final, the bishop himself 
will try the cause ; but if not, it will go in the first instance, 
and without any preliminary trial by the bishop, to the 
Arches Court for Lord Penzance’s decision, a subsequent 
appeal being allowed to the Privy Council. Any one 

m in the parish may prefer charges against the incum- 

t by means of an affidavit, but it will be for the chancellor 

to say if the case shall be inquired into. Some novel 
provisions will also be made in the archbishop’s Bill, or 
more probably be dealt with in a separate measure, for 
securing the compulsory retirement of beneficed clergymen 
afflicted with insanity, or otherwise permanently incapacitated 
for performing clerical functions. Against these Jatter pro- 
visions considerable opposition is likely to be raised, but his 
osm: to press them as important to the welfare of 

urc 


The practice, says the Times reporter, of swearing in 
recruits at Bow-street police office has become such an 
intolerable nuisance, and so frequent an impediment to the 

per business of the court, that it becomes a duty, on the 
d alike of decency and public convenience, to call the 
attention of the military authorities to the fact. From the 
hours of three till five every day the narrow entrance to the 
building is literally besi by a set of London roughs, 
who smoke, swear, and insult or annoy nearly every one 
who has to push through their ranks to reach arden: 
trates. The unfortunate women who come daily with thei 
pawnbrokers’ affidavits or to wait for prisoners are congenial 
¢ompenions for these young men; but no respectable lady 
coal be sare of reaching the court to give evidence in 
‘@ case without having her sense of modesty shocked by 





a 
their foul language or insulting horse-play. The officers jp 
charge of the court are so utterly powerless to keep order, 
that the attempt to restrain them is rarely made. It wag 
the intention of the late chief magistrate to take 
steps in the matter, but even the magistrates themselygy 
have little idea of the scenes of disorder which are bej 
constantly enacted within a few yards of the bench, ths 
preliminary ceremony of attesting being performed 
the chief usher in the passage leading to the court, aad 
is often rendered impassable. Sir Thomas Henry was 6f 
opinion that the recruiting serjeants ought to take their mep 
to the Horse Guards, where a magistrate could be appointed 
to attend specially, if necessary, and it is hoped that some 
such reform may be at once adopted. 








LORD NEAVES. 


Cuarves Neaves came to the bar in 1822. It was then 
in great splendour, as far as the singular ability, learning, 
ant accomplishment of its foremost men could make it g9, 
In those days the members of the bar retained the noble 
ambition to excel in learning as well as in forensic skill, 
which had long characterized it. The fame of 
Campbell and Blair, Clerk and Cranstoun, stimulated the 
younger scions of the profession to follow in their footsteps 
to the fountains of jurisprudence, and, not content with 
knowing what the law was, to become familiar with the 
steps by which it came to be so. There was an ambition 
beyond that, to which the mind of the young advocate wag 
not insensible—to rival those celebrated men of a former 
generation who had combined legal distinction with li 

or scientific fame, and to emulate the acquirements 
attain to the reputation of the elder Meadowbank, or Kames, 
or Monboddo. It was on this school that Charles Neaves 
modelled his early studies ; and, as far as regards the union 
of judicial learning, with varied and liberal culture, his 
ambition did not fail of its mark, and he has left a name 
quite worthy to be placed alongside any of the three. 

With these aspirations, he was a very thorough student 
of the elements of judicial science, and of those of our own 
system. He knew Stair and Erskine with the completeness 
of thorough study, and of the vividness of the tenacious 
memory which was his gift, and could pursue them from 
recollection through many devious pete and unfamiliar 
illustrations. He was exceedingly well versed in the civil 
law, a study to which his scholarly habits and classical 
training inclined him, and his knowledge of which furnished 
his armoury with many a weapon in the course of his sub 
sequent career. He had also the opportunity of learning 
something of the practical rules of the profession in the 
office of a solicitor, and thus accoutred he entered pro 
fessional life. 

His success began very early, for he was well knows 
among his contemporaries, and by that time among those af 
an older circle, as one of the most promising of the new 
recruits ; and before ten years had elapsed, he was rapidly 
becoming one of the best employed among the junio 
counsel at the bar. There were with him, as there are with 
most young barristers, two or three years of expectancy, and 
of suspense and anxiety also, but they were not spent by 
him with folded hands. The year 1822 was a period of 
keen political excitement, and of keen literary excitement 
in a political garb. Charles Neaves had very ig been 
free of the circle to which John Wilson, Lockhart, M‘Neill, 
and Menzies belonged, and along with one or two’ others, 
very kindred spirits, was enrolled among the contributors 
to Blackwood’s Magazine. Politics ran higher at that tim 
in public, in business, and in society in Edinburgh thas 
a7 have ever done since, and higher than we hope they 
will ever rise again ; and Neaves chose his side, and mail- 
tained and pursued his opinions with his wonted intensity, 
But his nature was too genial and too gentle to adult ¢ 
political rancour subduing it ; and with all his pronow 
political instincts, they never interfered with his friend- 
ships, and but little with the liberal tendencies of 
thoughts. No man was more ready in after-years to co 
operate with those who differed most widely from him, # 
they could find common standing ground ; and his intense 
sense of humour, penetrating through the buckram of party 
cries, caught the amusiug and grotesque side of ware 
fare too quickly to allow it to tinge his reflec or his 
character deeply, . 
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They were certainly ‘a very vigorous staff whom Chris- 
er North gathered round him, and, putting politics 
altogether aside, the ability and power with which they 
ed their weapons cannot be denied. There were few 
eater masters of fence than John Wiison and Lockhart ; 
4nd the command of trenchant and witty satire which they 
wielded was the offspring of true genius. The younger 
members of the fraternity, Neaves, Douglas Cheape, and 
Moir, had each the gift of humour. That of Cheape 
wos perhaps the richest vein, while Moir had a refined, 
more covert, but never-failing fund of wit, which made him 
4 most agreeable companion and a dangerous assailant. 
Both these men had considerable scholarship and accom- 
ishments, but Neaves’ humour was different from that of 
either. It was.a perennial fountain, consisting mainly of a 
keen sense of the ridiculous, a lively impression of incon- 
ity in things ap arently the most congruous and commons 
place, which tinged all his thoughts, and much of what he 
said, but which often rose to the level of true wit. It was 
a genial, kindly, beneficent spirit, looking for its main 
geward in bringing a smile, or still more, a laugh to the 
features of solemnity and care, and in the sympathy of his 
auditors with the diverting current of his own thoughts. 
That the priests of the altar of Blackwood found this tem- 
mt a useful element in their political raids is probable; 
but a more lasting result from his connection with the 
ine will be found in his purely literary and philological 
contributions, which, if ever collected, will show the extent 
and accuracy of his reading, and the appreciating grasp of 

his reflections. 

More fortunate, however, in that respect than some of 
iis comrades, he did not find these literary exertions 
interpose any obstacle to his progress at the bar. From 
1830 to 1840 his practice was very large in all departments 
ofthe profession, not only as a pleader, but as a consulting 
counsel also. For the time it lasted, few men at the bar 
ever had a larger practice asa junior counsel. He combined 
many valuable qualities in addition to his power of con- 
tinuous application and his great knowledge. He had a 
clear, lucid command of expression, great variety of 
illustration, and close systematic logic, which was seldom at 
fault, His genial temperament made him easy of access, 
and as he came to take his place as a senior counsel, no 
man was more kindly to his juniors, or more ready to impart 
to them the benefit of his learning, or of his advice. 
Strange to say, the one quality which he kept in the 
strictest subjection in his pleading was his power of 
humorous description or banter, Perhaps he mistrusted 
his own tendencies in that direction, but it was late in the 
day that he woke up to the consciousness of what he could 

‘ do with a jury in the humorous vein, His celebrated 
speech in the Torbanehili case was the first occasion, within 
our knowledge, in which he first essayed, and with immense 

ect, his powers of ridicule, a field in which he was 
peculiarly fitted to excel, because, being a match for any 
of his rivals in legal knowledge, perception, and logic, he 
was without a rival in that style, in which no one ap- 
proached him. 

Neaves owed little to political promotion or office. He 

d fallen on unlucky times as regarded his political 
pinions; for, excepting for five years from 1841 to 1846, 
and a gleam of light in 1885 and 1852, his party were in the 
shade during all his active life at the bar. He was 
advocate-depute in 1841, was made Sheriff of Orkney in 
845, an appointment which left the kindliest recollections 
on both sides; he was made Solicitor-General by Lord 
Derby’s Government in 1852, and was raised to the bench 
by the Government of Lord Aberdeen in 1854, with the 
— and sympathy of the whole profession. 

how great was the accession of power and authority 
which the bench gained by his elevation we shall consider 
immediately; but great was the loss to the Outer House, 
and he left no one on the boards to fill the blank. The 
oul and spirit of the groups which were wont to assemble 
round the fireplaces, the very life of those social centres of 
merriment where the Scottish advocate beguiles many a 

‘Weary and dreary day, the dexterous hand ever ready to set 
the ball of fun rolling, had vanished into the dignified se- 

¢lusion of a Lord Ordinary. Throughout the whole of his 
life as an advocate, from the time when he attended the 

A Circuit, and finished the evenings there with songs 

and glees at the “ Lemon Tree,” down to the period of his 


attended, which, when the hard and dusty work of the day 
was done, was not the theme or the scene of his genial 
inspirations. He had a sweet tenor voice, and very con- 
siderable knowledge of music ; and a power of versification 
with which all are familiar through the volume of lyrics 
published by Blackwood. These we do not stop to criticize, 
for the verdict of the public has long been passed on them, 
although their crisp felicity of expression, and the unex~ 
pected turns of fanciful conception and antithesis with which 
they abound, place some of them on a higher level than that 
of mere vers de société. But those which have seen the light 
in print are but a fraction of his efforts in that direction ; 
and when, after a long and protracted trial, in the private 
hour of relaxation, he would recount in verse the progress 
and events of a three days’ contest, how happy, light, and 
sparkling was the touch with which he turned the grave and 
earnest inquiry into harmless but admirable mirth. 

He had been thirty-two years at the bar; he was twenty- 
two yearson the bench. Never did a man ascend the 
tribunal more completely equipped for its duties. There 
all his varied acquirements, his rapid perception, his reten - 
tive memory, came into requisition, and had full scope for 
their exercise. In addition to the groundwork he had laid 
so carefully, he had garnered up during his long ex- 
perience a large repertory of precedents. There were few 
cases decided after he came to the bar of which he had 
not a precise and accarate recollection. This knowledge 
became exceedingly valuable for the period from 1822 
down to 1832, when cases were not so fully reported as 
they have been since; and in regard to these his memory 
was remarkably and specially accurate, probably because 
when they occurred he had not yet encountered the cairs 
and harassments of constant practice. 

He was, beyond question, not only an able, but a great 
judge, and fairly earned a niche among the dii mayores of 
our forensic temple. In dealing with facts he was rapid, 
discriminating, and incisive ; and when these were ascer- 
tained and fixed, he handled the law applicable tothem with 
the ease and grasp of a master. He belonged to the old 
school of scientific lawyers, fastening a firm anchor on some 
general principle, or someadjudicated proposition,and there 
left it. He did not in general speak legal treatises ; but 
often assumed the process of legal reasoning which led up 
to the principle or authority on which he based his judg- 
ment. He was good all round, to use a familiar phrase ; at 
home in all branches of the system, mercantile, feudal, 
criminal, or personal, and was as conversant with form as 
he was with principle and precedent. His opinions, how- 
ever short and however trivial the subject-matter, never 
fail to instruct by suggesting some general rule or canon, 
deep in the foundations of the legal fabric. We are not to 
say there have not been greater lawyers and pus judges ; 
but few men have ever occupied that seat from whom so 
much was to be learned. 

A perfect judge must bea lect man, for there is no 
position which dee surely bP out the latent foibles, 
weaknesses, and tendencies of character, from which none 
areexempt. Lord Neaves’ only fault, and it was one which 
never interfered with his usefulness or his reputation, arose 
from that essential spark of genius which made him what 
he was. He would sometimes start a paradox, and e 
it too far, or play with a subtlety or a fallacy till the in- 
genuity of his mind clothed the phantom for a moment 
with the semblance of flesh and blood. But those who saw 
him more closely knew how little these excursions, often 
useful and always amusing, affected the clear and unclouded 
operations of his. judgment. He was the most candid of 
men ; not aspark of opinionative self-love warped him in 
the discharge of his duty. He was too strong for that, and 
would abandon the dogma he had chased with such diverti 
pertinacity without regret and without remorse, if he fow 
on reflection it was only a shadow. 

But these are but trivial criticisms. There remains the 
solid monument he has built for himself in the memory of 
his long, assiduous, and able administration of the judicial 
function, and the clear, condensed, but profound and in- 
structive commentaries which are to te found in his 
recorded opinions. His power of apt illustration was 
admirable, and he laid the whole repertory of his know- 
ledge, the range of which became very extensive, under 
contribution to furnish them. Even the episodes we have 





rae, there was hardly a case of importance in which 
was engaged, and never a social gathering which he 


spoken of threw life and animation into the beaten highway 
of judicial procedure ; and there is not a man who 
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behind to lament his loss but will think with a sigh that 
he will never more listen to the promptings of that merry 
sprite which its owner could not always restrain, or 
witness the occasional interludes with which he was wont 
to enliven the dullness of routine. 

To all these qualities which go to make upthe character 
of a distinguished judge, he added one, without which his 
great attainments would have shone more coldly—his 
never-failing kindliness and good humour. Keen he could 
be, and persistent also; but the petty cat’s-paws of life 
never left a ripple on the even surface of his temper. 
Always accessible, always anxious to aid, he was invalu- 
able as a counsellor and a colleague; and whatever the 
source of difficulty or disquietude might be, his ready 
knowledge and, still more, ready sympathy were never 
known to fail. 





Legislattianw of the Week. 


Feb. 9.—THE QUEEN'S SPEECH. 


The following speech was read by the Lonp CHANCELLOR :— 
“ My Lords and Gentlemen, 

‘It is with much satisfaction that I again resort to the 
advice and assistance of my Parliament. 

“ The hostilities which, before the close of last session, 
had broken out between Turkey on the one hand and Servia 
and Montenegro on the other, engaged my most serious 
attention, and I anxiously waited for an opportunity when 
my good offices, together with those of my otis, might be 
usefully interposed. 

“This opportunity presented itself by the solicitation of 
Servia fur our mediation, the offer of which was ultimately 
entertained by the Porte. 

“In the course of the negotiations I deemed it expedient 
to lay down, and, in concert with the other Powers, to submit 
to the Porte, certain bases upon which I held that not only 
peace might be brought about with the principalities, but the 
sere pacification of the disturbed provinces, including 

ulgaria, and the amelioration of their condition might 
be effected. 

“ Agreed to by the Powers, they required to be expanded 
and worked out by negotiation or by conference, accompanied 
by anarmistice. The Porte, though not accepting the bases, 
and proposing other terms, was willing to submit them to the 
equitable consideration of the Powers. 

“ While proceeding to actin this mediation, I thonght it 
right, after inquiry into the facts, to denounce to the Porte 
the excesses ascertained to have been committed in 
—- and to express my reprobation of their perpetra- 

rs, 

‘* An armistice having been arranged, a Conference met 
at Constantinople for the consideration of extended terms in 
accordance with the original bases, in which Conference I 
_ represented by a special envoy, as well as by my ambas- 

or. 

“In taking these steps, my object has throughout been to 
maintain the peace of Europe, and to bring about the 
better gevernment of the disturbed provinces, without in- 
fringing upon the independence and integrity of the Ottoman 
empire. 

“The proposals recommended by myself and my allies 
have not, I regret to say, been aceepted by the Porte; but 
the result of the Conference has been to show the existence 
of a general agreement among the European Powers, which 
cannot fail to have a material effect upon the condition and 
government of Turkey. 

“In the meantime, the armistice between Turkey and 
the principalities has been prolonged, and is still unexpired, 
and may, I trust, yet lead to the conclusion of an honour- 
able peace. 

‘Tn these affairs I have acted in cordial co-operation 
with my allies, with whom, as with other foreign Powers, 
my relations continue to be of a friendly character. 

‘* Papers on these subjects will be forthwith laid before 
you. 

‘*My assumption of the Imperial title at Delhi was wel- 
comed by the chiefs and people of India with professions of 
affection and loyalty most grateful to my feelings. 

“ It is with deep regret that I have to announce a ca- 


——= 
most earne@t watchfulness on the part of my Government 


there. A famine not less serious that of 1873 has over. 
read a large portion of the presidencies of Madras ang 
fae I am confident that every resource will be em. 
ployed, not merely in arrest of this present famine, but in 
obtaining fresh experience for the prevention or mitigation of 
such visitations for the future. 
‘*The prosperity and progress of my colonial empir; 
remain unchecked, although the proceedings of the Govern. 
ment of the Transvaal republic, and the hostilities jn 
which it has engaged with the neighbouring tribes, hays 
caused some apprehensions for the safety of my subjects in 
South Africa. I trust, however, that the measures which | 
have taken will suffice to prevent any serious evil. 


“ Gentlemen of the House of Commons, 
“T have directed the estimates of this year to be pre. 
pared and presented to you without delay. 


‘*My Lords and Gentlemen, 
‘¢ Bills relating to the Universities of Oxford and Cam. 
bridge, and for amending the Law as to Bankraptcy ang 
Letters Patent for Inventions, will be laid before you, 
“Your attention will be again called to measures for 
promoting economy and efficiency in the management of 
Prisons of the United Kingdom, which will, at the same 
time, effect a relief of local burdens. 
‘ Bills will also be laid before you for amending the Laws 
relating to the Valuation of Property in England, for sim. 
plifying and amending the Law relating to Factories and 
Workshops, and for improving the Law regulating the 
Summary Jurisdiction of Magistrates. 
“ Legislation will be proposed with reference to Roads 
and Bridges in Scotland, and the Scotch Poor Law. 
“You will be asked to constitute one Supreme Conrtof 
Judicature in Ireland, and to confer an equitable jurisdie. 
tion on the County Courts in that country. 
“T commend to you these and other measures which 
may be submitted for your consideration, and I trust that 
the blessing of the Almighty will attend your labours and 
direct your efforts.” 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Fes. 9.—Norices oF Motion. 


Mr, Cross.—A Bill relating to prisons in England. 

Mr. Harpy.—A Bill relating to the Universities of Oxford 
and Cambridge and the colleges thereof. 

The ArrorNer-GengRAL.—A Bill for consolidating and 
amending the Acts relating to letters patent for inventions. 
Mr. Sctater-Boorn.—A Bill for consolidating and amend- 
ing the law selolang to the valuation of property for the 
purpose of rates and taxes. 

Sir M. Hicxs-Bzacu.—A Bill relating to prisons in 
Treland. 

The Sortcrror-GenerAL for IRELAND.—A Bill for con- 
stituting a Supreme Court of Judicature for Ireland, and for 
other purposes relating to the administration of justice im 
that country; and also a Bill relating to county officers of 
quarter sessions and civil bill courts in Ireland. 

Sir H. Serwin-Inserson.—A Bill for the payment of 
clerks of justices of the peace and clerks in petty sessions. 

Mr. Hotr.—A Bill for the more effectual prevention of 
cruelty to animals. 

Mr. Wappy.—A Bill for the better registration of news 
papers and to amend the law of libel. 

Mtr. Horwoop.—A Bill to amend the law relating to 
prone. prosecutions before justices, and to extend the right 
of appeal. ; 

Mr. Gorst.—A Bill to declare that the power and juris 
diction of her Majesty extends to three miles seawards from 
the sea-coast of her dominions, and to make better provision 
for the administration of justice. 

Mr. Munpexia.—A Bill to amend the law relating to 
se qualification of members of town councils and of local 

oards. — 

Mr, Cewrer Tempie.—A Bill to amend the law relating 
to certain ecclesiastical offices'and fees. 

Mr. Suaw-Lerzver.—A Bill to restrict the power of 
settling and entailing landed and other property. 

Mr. MircHEct Huxry.—A Bill to facilitate the scquisi- 
tion of the franchise in Ireland. 

Sir J. Lussocx.—A Bill for the better preservation of 





lamity in that part of my dominions which will demand the 


historical monuments. 
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Mr. Jacos Bricut.—A Bill to remove the electoral dis- 
ities of women. 
Mr. Brecar.—A Bill for the extension of the franchise 
is Ireland. 
Mr. M‘Cartay Down1nc.—A Bill to amend the law re- 
Jp ing to the tenure of land in Ireland. 
Mr. Coariin.—A Bill regulating the use of locomotives 
on common 8. 
Sir H. Wootr.—The House Occupiers Disqualification 
by Removal Bill. 
Mr. Hansury Tracy.—(2nd of March), to call attention to 
the inconvenience of the present system of parliamentary 
rting, and to move for a select committee to consider the 
iency of providing official reports. 
Mr. Cowen.—A Bill for the appointment of county licens- 


ing boards. 
te Hussarv.—A Bill to amend the law relating to crossed 
ues on bankers. 

Mr. Boorp.—A Bill for the preservation of commons. 

Mr, O’Sutiivan.—The Union Justices Ireland Bill. 

Mr. Pease.—(Monday week), Bill to abolish punishment 
by death. 

Sir J. N. M‘Kenna.—Bill to amend the law relating to 
anion rating in Ireland. 

Mr. P. WynpHam.—(2nd of March), to call attention to 
the Declaration of Paris. 

Mr. Cuivz.—To move for a select committee to inquire 
jnto the relations of landlord and tenant in Ireland. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN.—(6th of March), Bill to enable 
municipal corporations to acquire compulsory possession of 
public-houses on payment of a fair compensation, and to 
enable them to carry on the trade of such public-houses so 
that no individual shall have any interest in, or derive any 
profit from carrying on, such trade. 

Mr. 0. Morean.— Bill to amend the Burial Laws. 

Mr. Sutitvan.—Bill to amend the law relating to the sale 
of intoxicating drinks in Ireland. 

Sir C. Ditke.—Bill to amend the law relating to the re- 
' gistration of voters in England and Wales. 

Mr. Cotxtins.—Bill to amend the law relating to the 
municipal franchise in Ireland. 

Mr. Witson.—Bill to restrict the sale of intoxicating 
drinks on Sunday. 

Mr. Down1nc.—Bill to umend the law of settlement. 

Mr. R. Suyra.—Bill to legalize tenant-right at the end 
of 8 lease in Ireland. 

Sir W. Lawson.—Permissive Bill. 





aw Students’ Sournal. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


Law Crasses—ConvEYANCING. 
The Wednesday class will be discontinued, and gentlemen 
who have hitherto attended on that day are requested to 
transier themselves either to the Monday or Tuesday class 
48 may best suit their convenience. 
Feb. 9. E. W. Wii11amson, Secretary. 





UNIVERSITY OF LONDON. 
First LL.B. Examination, 1877. EXAMINATION FOR 
Honours. 
Jurisprudence and Roman Law. 


First class.—Archibald Arthur Prankerd, B.A. (exhibi- 
tion), Worcester College, Oxford ; Francis William Steere* 
and Philip Folliott Scott Stokes, B.A., private study; 
Frederick Charles Kolbe, B.A., University College. 

Second class.—Charles Alfred Russell, B.A., Gray’s-inn 
and University College ; William Frederick Hamilton and 
Arthur Oldham Jennings, private study. 

Third class.—John William Evans, University College, 
and Howard Young, private study (equal) ; Charles Henry 
Ernest Fletcher, private study; Hugh William Elcum, 
University College and private study; Dudley Stewart 
Smith, private study ; John William Piercy, private study, 





* Obtained the number of marks qualifying for the exhibition. 





and John Kyme Wright, University College and private 
tuition and study (equal) ; Frederick Kilvington, private 
tuition. 


Sxconp LL.B. Examination, 1877. EXaMINATION FoR 
Honours. 
Common Law and Equity. 
Third class.—George Sydney Davies, private study. 








Court Papers. 


SPRING CIRCUITS. 
[The following is the official list from the London Gazette :—] 
WESTERN Circuit. 
(The Right Hon. the Lorp Curer Justice of ENGLAND 
» and Mr. Justice Hawkins.) 

County of Southampton.—Wednesday, February 14, at 
Winchester. 

Dorsetshire.— Wednesday, February 21, at Dorchester. 

Devonshire and County of the City of Exeter.—Monday, 
February 26, at Exeter. 

Cornwall.—Monday, March 5, at Bodmin. 

Somersetshire.—Saturday, March 10, at Taunton. 

Wiltshire.—Saturday, March 17, at Devizes. 

City of Bristol—Wednesday, March 21, at the Guildhall 
of the said city. 


Nortu-Eastern Crecuir. 
(The Right Hon. the Lorp Carer Justice of the Court of 
Common Pleas and Mr. Justice Lorzs.) 
Northumberland and the County of the Town of Newcastle. 
upon-Tyne.—Wednesday, February 14, at Newcastle-upon- 


yne. . 

Durham.—Wednesday, February 21, at Durham. 

North ard East Riding Division of Yorkshire and County 
of the City of York.—Wednesday, February 28, at York. 

West Riding Division.—Tuesday, March 6, at Leeds. 


SoutH-EasTERN Cracuit. 


(The Right Hon. Sir Gzorce Wittiam WitsHEerE Bram. 
WELL and the Right Hon. Sir Witttam Baio. Brett, 


two of the Justices of the Court of Appeal.) 

Kent.—Monday, February 19, at Maidstone. 

Sussex.—Monday, February 26, at Lewes. 

Hertfordshire.—Monday, March 5, at Hertford. 

Essex.— Wednesday, March 7, at Chelmsford. 

Huntingdonshire.—Monday, March 12, at Huntingdon. 

Cambridgeshire. —Wednesday, March 14, at the Shirehall. 

Suffolk.—-Monday, March 19, at Ipswich. 

Norfolk and County of the City of Norwich.—Thursday, 
March 22, at Norwich. 


Mrvianp Crecvir. 
(The Right Hon. Sir Richarp Paut AmpHuett, one of the 
Justices of the Court of Appeal, and Mr. Justice Denman.) 

Buckinghamshire.—Thursday, February 15, at Aylesbury. 

Bedfordshire.—Monday, February 19, at Bedford. 

Northamptonshire.—Thursday, February 22, at North- 
ampton. 

Leicestershire and Borough of Leicester. —Tuesday, Feb- 
ruary 27, at Leicester. 

Rutlandshire.—Friday, March 2, at Oakham. 

Lincolnshire and County of the City of Lincoln.—Saturday, 
March 8, at Lincoln. 

Nottinghamshire and County of the Town of Nottingham. 
—Friday, March 9, at Nottingham. 

Derbyshire.—Thursday, March 15, at Derby. — 

Warwickshire.—Tuesday, March 20, at Warwick. 


Sourn Wags AND CHESTER CiRCUIT. 
(Mr. Justice Metxor.) 


Pembrokeshire and Town and County of Haverfordwest.— 
Monday, February 19, at Haverfordwest. ; 
Cardiganshire.—Thursday, February 22, at Cardigan. 
Carmarthenshire and County and Borough of Carmarthen. 
—Monday, February 26, at Carmarthen. 
Brecknockshire.—Friday, March 2, at Brecon. 
Radnorshire.—Wednesday, March 7, at Presteign, 
Glamorganshire.—Monday, March 19, at Cardiff. 
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Nort Waxes anp CnesTeR Crrcuir. 

(Mr. Justice Lusx.) 
Montgomeryshire.—Monday, February 19, at Welshpool. 
Merionethshire.—Thursday, February 22, at Dolgelly. 
Carnarvonshire.—Saturday, February 24, at Carnarvon. 
Anglesey.— Wednesday, February 28, at Beaumaris, 
Denbighshire.—Saturday, March 3, at Ruthin. 
Flintshire. —W ednesday, March 7, at Mold. 
Cheshire.—Saturday, March 10, at Chester. 


Oxrorp Crrcolr. 

(Mr. Baron Pottock and Mr. Justice Linpiey.) 
Berkshire. —Friday, February 16, at Reading. 
Oxfordshire. —Thursday, February 22, at Oxford, 
Worcestershire and City of Worcester.—Monday, February 

26, at Worcester. 
Staffordshire.—Friday, March 2, at Stafford. 
Salop.—Saturday, March 10, at Shrewsbury. 
Herefordshire.— Wednesday, March 14, at Hereford. 
Monmonuthshire.—Saturday, March 17, at Monmouth. 
Gloucestershire and County of the City of Gloucester.— 
Thursday, March 22, at Gloucester. 
Nortsern Crecvir. 

(Mr. Baron Huppieston and Mr. Justice Manistr.) 
Cumberland.—Saturday, February 17, at Carlisle. 
Westmoreland.— Wednesday, February 21, at Appleby. 
Lancashire.—Thursday, February 22, at Lancaster. 
Lancashire.—Tuesday, February 27, at Manchester. 
Lancashire.—Monday, March 12, at Liverpool. 

Surrey Assizzs. 
ke Right Hon. the Lorp Cuier Baron, Mr. Baron 
€xuassy, Mr. Justice Grove, and Mr. Justice Fre.p.) 
Menday March 12, at Kingston-upon-Thames. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


February 9, 1877, 
RAILWAY STOCK. 














































Railways. |Paid. Closing Prices 
Stock| Bristol and Exeter ...| 100 _ 
Stock/Caledonian ... cosessee] BOO 12 
Stock/Glasgow and South-Western .............++ seseee! 100 106 
Btock|Great Eastern Ordinary Stock .secoccssecessss++ | 100 603x d 
Stock|Great Northern ...... 100 132 
ee eS ae 6 152} 
Stock'Great Southern and Western of Ireland ......| 100 iatwe 
Stock|Great Western—Original...,. . 1044 
Stock|Lancashire and Yorkshire ..... 13 
Stock|London, Brighton, and South ¢ 1174 xa 
Stock London, Chatham, and Dover... 203 
Stock) London and North-Western ...... 1494 
Stock) London and South Wester... ....c0.00sse--sseneee 130 
Stock Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln ......s00+0 | 724 x4 
Block) Metropolitan ....c0.cessesseroereesseese 105 xd 
Stock} Do., District 464 
NI cies ssiscasdienepses 100 129 
orth British 100 1074 
Stock! North Eastern.. 400 157 
Stock! North London.......... 100 137 
Brock | North StaMordshire ..........seccseeerverseeessseeve] 100 67 
tock South Devon Sosidled 100 69 
Btock | South-Eastern 100 1244 xd 














*A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 





At the annual general meeting of the Provident Life 
Office, held on Wednesday, the 31st ult., the report of the 
directors was issued, which stated that the past year has 
been one of increased prosperity. The number of new 
policies issued was 1,006, for assurances amounting to 
£451,650, producing in annual premiums the sum of 
£14,557 8s. 10d. with the previous year the 
result is an increase of 185 new policies, £42,970 in the 
amount assured, and £1,395 in the new annual premiums. 
The pr Is declined were eighty, for assurances amount- 
ing to £52,800. Taking the amount of new business of a 
life office as in some the measure of its success— 
provided always it be obtained without undue expense—the 
transactions for the year 1876 have been most satisfactory. 
In one instance only, viz., in 1867, have the figures for the 
pes set Sem exceeded. The annual income has been 

eased to £252,614 ls. 1d. The claims for the year 
amounted to £124,246 12s. 11d. only. This is £83,955 less 





average for the past seven years. Owing chiefly to the 
comparatively small amount paid for claims, and to the 
largely augmented annual income, the accumulated funds: 
have been increased by the sum of £117,802 19s. 84., an 
amount of increase unprecedented in any one year since the 
foundation of the office. The invested capital at the close of 
the year was £1,996,522 3s. 2d., and the average interest 
realized was £4 9s. 9d. per cent. The next division of 
profits will take place in the early part of 1878, and the 
directors see every indication of the results being eminently 
satisfactory. 

** We learn that Messrs. Roper Fréres & Cie. have lately 
introduced a natural champagne, or vin brut, a wine free- 
from sweetness or acidity, and possessing good bouquet 
and body. This wine is offered at the low figure of 54s,, 
whilst lovers of brut champagne are accustomed to pay 
80s. to 90s. per dozen. This firm is also shipping a 
champagne which is being sold at the moderate price 
of 48s, per dozen, thus bringing it within the reach cf the 
general public. Roper Fréres & Cie. are making speciali- 
ties of these two wines. We observe that medals were 
awarded to Roper Fréres & Cie. at the Vienna and London 
Exhibitions of 1873. This wine can be obtained from 
Messrs. Biller & Stevens, of 110, Fenchurch-street, 
London, who are the agents for Roper Fréres’ prize medab 
champagne.” —Land and Water. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

Kinciaxe—Feb. 7, at 103, St. George’s-square, S.W., the 
wife of Robert A. Kinglake, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 
MamwLtow—Feb. 4, at Belvedere House, Forest-hill, the wife of 
John M. Maidlow, of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, of a 

daughter. 

SuErtp—Feb. 7, at Uppingham, the wife of W. T. Sheild, 
solicitor, of a son. 

Swirt—Feb. 1, at Hardshaw Hall, St. Helen’s, Lancashire, the 
wife of Thomas Swift, solicitor, of a daughter. 

MARRIAGE. 

Kinc—E.uis—Feb. 1, at Herbrandstone Church, Theodore 
King, of the Inner Temple, barrister-at-law, to 
daughter of Philip Parsell Ellis, of Herbrandstone 
Pembrokeshire. 





DEATHS. 
MAcNAMARA—Feb. 2, at 34, Linden-gardens, Bayswater, Hi 
T. J. Macnamara, barrister-at-law, one of her Majesty's Rai - 
way Commissioners, aged 57. 
Mason—Feb. 1, in London, Thomas Johnson Mason, of Louth, 
Lincolnshire, solicitor, aged 36. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
TurspayY, Feb. 6, 1877. 


Jenkins, Thomas Moses, and Garrod Bennett, Chertsey, Surrey, Solici- 
tors. Jan 30 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companier, 
Farwar, Feb. 2, 1877. 
Limitep ty CHANCERY. 

Heliotype Company, Limited.—By an order maae by V.C. Bacon, dated 
Jan 27, it was ordered that the above company be wouod up. 
Millett, Old Palace yard, Westminster, solicitor tor the petitioner 

Kermoor Fisheries aud Reservoirs Company, Limitad.—By an order 
made by V.C. Hall, dated Jan 26, it was ordered that the above 
company be wound up. Campbell and 0», Warwick st, Regent 
solicitors for the petitioners 

McGowan and Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presented 
Jan 26, directed to be heard before the M,R. on Feb 10. Stevens 
and Co, Bedford row, solicitors for the petitioners 

Simpson’s Patent Cattle Cake Company, Limited.—Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented Jan 30, directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon oa 
Feb 10. Bradley, Mark lane, solicitor for the petitioner 

Tugspay, Feb. 6, 1877. 
Limtrep 1« Caancery. 

Britannia Iron Works rove ge f Limited,--The M.R, has, by an order 
dated Dec 12, appointed Henry Chatteris, Queen Victoria st, to be 
official liquidator, Creditora are required, on or before Tuesday, 
March 6, to send their names and addresses, and the particalars of 
their debts or claims, to the above. Tuesday, March 20, at Il, is 
appointed for hearing and adjadicating upon the debts and claims 

Forest of Dean Coal Mi Cowpany, Limited.—By an order mase 
by the M.R., dated Jan 13, it was ordered that the volun’ winding 
up of the above company be continued, Linklater and Co, Walbrook, 


solicitors for the petitioner 

New Cross (8t John’s) and Lewisham Skating Rink Company, Limited. 
— By an order made by the M.K., dated Jan 27, it was ordered that 
the above company be wound ap. Smith, Gresham House, soliciter 





than the payments for 1875, and £54,743 less than the 


for the petitioners 
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— 
patent Gas Economizer Company, Limited.—The M.R. has fixed Fri- 
“day, Feb 16, at 12, at his chambers, as the time and place for the ap- 
‘ntment of an official liquidator 
Profit Union, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. Hall, dated Jan 26, 
it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the above union 
pe continued. Musgrave, Queen Victoria st, solicitor for the peti- 


Sieey and General Light Improvement Company, Limited.—Credit - 
ors are required on or before March 2, to send their names and ad- 
dresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred Audrey 
Broad, Walbrook. Friday, March 16, at 11, is appointed for hearing 
and adjudicating upon the debts and claims +% 

, STANNABIES OF CoRNWALL. 

East Wheal Grenville Mining Company.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Feb 1, directed to be heard before the Vice Warden, at the 
Prince’s Hall, Truro, on Friday, Feb 23, at 12. Affidavits intended to 
be used at the hearing in opposition to the petition must be filed at 
the registrar’s office, Truro, on or b2fore Feb 20, and notice thereof 
must at the same time be given to the petitioner, his solicitors, or 
their agents. Gregory and Co, Bedford row, agents for Hodge and 
Go, Truro, solicitors for the petitioner 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Fripay, Feb, 2, 1877. 
Friendly Society, Zion’s Hill Chapel, Bomere Heath, Salop. Jan 27 


Bankrapts. 
Fripay, Feb. 2, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Beaumont, Montmorincy, Down st, Piccadilly, no occupation. Pet 
Jan 29. Brougham. Feb 13 at 12 
. Mark, Southgate rd, Islington. Pet Jan30. Hazlitt. 
Feb 14 at 
Gould, John, Springdale rd, Stoke Newington, Insurance Agent. Pet 
Feb i. Murray. Feb 2i atl 
Hornyik, Frederick, Vauxhall bridge rd, out of business. Pet Jan 30. 
Hazlitt. Feb 2iati2 
Jom, Kaward, Bermondsey New rd, Grocer. Pet Jan 29. Brougham. 
Feb 15 at 
Wide, James, St George’s mews, Regent’s park rd, Cab Proprietor, 
Pet Jan30. Hazlitt. Feb20atil 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Bastow, John, Leeds, Ironfounder. Pet Jan 31. Marshall. Leeds, 
Feb 14 at 11 
Harrison, Nathan, Leeds, Plumber. Pet Jan 31. Marshall. Leeds, 
Feb 14 at lt 
Johnson, Samuel Butler, Handsworth, Stafford, Clerk. Pet Jan 30. 
Cole. Birmingham, Feb 15 at 2 
Jones, Thomas, Ludlow, Salop, Saddler. Pet Jan 30. Robinson. 
Leominster, Feb 15 at 2.30 
Stalhammar, Baltzar Henry Frithioff, and Thomas Biscoe Middleton, 
Kingston-upon-Hull, Timber Merchants. Pet Jan 30. Rollitt. 
‘ Kingston-upon-Hull, Feb 12 at 12 
Ta o Money) Carlisle, Innkeeper. Pet Jan 31. Halton. Carlisle, 
eb 13 at I 
Watson, Louis, Brighton, Wine Merchant. Pet Jan 31. Evershed, 
Brighton, Feb 21 at 11 
TuespDay, Feb. 6, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
fo Surrender in London, 
Cavafy, George Peter, Queensborough terrace, Bayswater, Merchant. 
Pet Jan 26. Keene. Feb 26 at li 
Mordle, William, Rosemary rd, Peckham, Pawnbroker. Pet Feb 2. 
Keene. Feb 26 at 11.30 
Pounde, John, Cheapside, Warehouseman. Pet Fed 1. Murray. Feb 


2lat 
Smith, John Phillips, Rood lane, Manager ofa Company. Pet Feb 2, 
Keene, Feb 26 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
11, George, Windhill, nr Shipley, York, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 2. 
Robinson. Bradford, Feb 16 at 
Bonham, John, Swallowfield, Berks, Butcher. Pet Feb3. Collins, 
Reading, Feb 24 at 2 
Kinloch, Alfred, Tunbridge Wells, Clerk. Pet Feb 3. Cripps. Tun- 
bridge Wells, Feb 19 at 3 
Loyd, Andrew Wallace, South Sh ields, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 1. Morti- 
mer. Newcastle, Feb 17 at IL 
Meacham, James, Piddin gton, Northampton, Publican, Pet Feb 3. 
Dennis. Northampton, Feb 22 at 3 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, Feb, 2, 1877. 
Maillis, Emanuel Antonio, Union court, Old Broad st, Sponge Importer. 


Jan 27 
— Henry Pledger, Buckshorns, Boreham, Essex, no business. 


an 

Tudor, William Rapp, Norton House, nr Malmesbury, Wilts. Jan 29 
Tuxrspay, Feb. 6, 1877, 

Crew, Frederick, The Avenue, Acre lane, Brixton, Builder, Feb 2 

Hall, Richard Samuel, Lambeth walk, Oilman. J 

Standring,}Samuel, Oldham, Cotton Dealer, Oct 16 

Styles, James, St George st east, Licensed Victualler, Feb } 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Faipay, Feb, 2, 1877, 
Adams, Robert, Market Harborough, Leicester, Baker, Feb 20 at 12.30 
at the Swans Hotei, Market Harborough. Roche, Daventry 
dams, William, Manchester, out of business, Feb 16 at 3 at offices 
of Garforth, Princessst, Manchester 
sen, Joseph, Seaforth, Lancashire, Cab Proprietor. Feb 16 at 2 
&t offlces of Brabner and Court, North John st, Liverpool 
4 » Smithfield, Salesman. Fob 10 at 2.30 at Wood's Hotel, 
Portugal st, Lincolo’s inn fields 
Ball, Richard, and John Haughton Wickes, Brecknook rd, St Pancras 
Carventers. Feb 19 at t ut the Law Institution, Chancery lane. 
Lawrence, Godliman st 





Barham, Henry, Chichester, Sussex, Licensed Victualler. Feb 16 at 3 
at the Old Cross Hotel, North st, Chichester. King, Portsea 

Barnard, Thomas James, Hereford, Confectioner, Feb 14 at 1 at 
offices of Stallard, East st, Hereford 

Beckett, William, Tamworth, Warwick, Butcher. Feb 19 at 2 at 
offices of Nevill aad Atkins, George st, Tamworth 

Beech, Charles John, Crewe, Cheshire, General Draper. Feb 19 at 11 
at theJAdelphi Hotel, Crewe. Reiner, Sandbach 

Blackmore, Robert, Cardiff, Bootmaker. Feb 20 at 2 at offices of 
— and Co, Albion chambers, Bristol. Morgan and Scott, 

aral 

Blackmore, William, and Edmund Blackmore, Warwick st, Regent st, 
Tailors. Feb 26 at 3at the Westminster_ Palace Hotel, Victoria st, 
Westminster. Compton 

Bolt, Thomas, Cardiff. Greengrocer. Feb 14 at 11 at offices of Morgan 
and Scott, High st, Cardiff 

Brand, Henry Hunt, and John Hughes Parker, Uiverston, Lancashire, 
Wire Manufacturers. Feb 19 at 2 at the Temperance Hall, Ulverston. 
Park, Ulverston 

Brex, John George, Church alley, Basinghall st, Commission Agent. 
Fed 21 at 2 at offices of Van Sandau and Camming, King st, 
Cheapside 

Brice, James, Torrington place, Torrington sq, Greengrocer. Feb 13 
at 3 at offices of Mould, Fenchurch st 

Brown, Alexander, King st, Southwark, Foreman Engineer. Feb 17 
at 4 at offices of O’ Neill, King William st 

Brunker, William, Liverpool, Ironmonger. Feb 19 at 2 at offices of 
Etty, Lord st, Liverpool 

Bullock, George, Stafford, Baker. Feb 16 at 12 at offices of Hand and 
Co, Martin st, Statford 

Burgess, Thomas, Alsager, Cheshire, Gardener. Feb 16 at 3 at offices 
of Salt, High st, Tunstall 

Burkhill, Arthur Henry, Bridlington, York, Gent. Feb 14 at 3 at 
offices of Wray, Bridlington 

Carr, Frederick, Cheltenham, Brewer. Feb 10 at 12 at offices of Potter, 
Northfield House, Cheltenham 

Carter, Walter, Bristol, Accountant. Feb 10 at 11 at offices of Essery, 
Guildhall, Broad st, Bristol 

Cash, Joseph, Shottle, Derby, Farmer. Feb 16 at3 at offices of Gret- 
ton, Corn Market, Derby 

Chapman, George, Birmingham, Chandelier Chain Manufacturer. 
Feb 13 at 3 at offices of Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Clark, Andrew Grahame, Barnstaple, Cabinetmaker. Feb 15 at 3 at 
offices of Chanter and Co, Bridge Hall chambers, Barnstaple 

Cochrane, George, Sherwood st, Regent st, Tailor. Feb 10 at 4at 
offices of O’ Neill, King William s+ 

Cockcroft, Oliver, Allerton, nr Bradford, Oil Manufacturer. Feb (4 at 
11 at offices cf Wood and Killick, Commercial Bank buildings, 
Bradford 

Cooper, Frank Allen, Thurleigh, Bedford, Farmer. Feb 16 at 2.30 at 
offices of Day and Wade-Gery, St Neots 

Cosstick, James Frederick, Preston, Sussex, Grocer. Feb 23 at 3 at 
offices of Fenner and Co, Gresham buildings 

Cox, George, Gateshead, Durham, Grocer. Feb 21 at 1) at offices of 
Pybus, Dean st, Newcastle-upoo-Tyne 

Dalton, William, Pilsley, Derby, Grocer. Feb 20 at 12 at the Com- 
mercial Sale Room, Wardwick, Derby, Briggs, Derby 

Dargue, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. Feb 13 at 3 at offices 
of Stanford, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Davidson, Joseph, Salkeld Dykes, Cumberland, Innkeeper. Feb 15 at 
2.30 at offices of Arnison, St Andrew’s place, Penrith 

Davies, Benjamin, Llethercynan, Brecon, Farmer. Feb 14 at 12 at 
the Bear Hotel, Brecon. Williams, Brecon 

Davies, John, Waunarlwydd, Glamorgan, Grocer. Feb 13 at 3.45 at 
offices of Barnard and Co, Albion chambers, Bristol. Thomas, 
Swansea 

Davies, Thomas Taylor, Bristol, Greengrocer. Feb 12 at 11 at offices 
of Essery, Guildhall, Broad st, Bristol 

Davies, William Skett, Harley, Salop, out of business. Feb 15 at 11 
at offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Dodge, John, Garden row, London rd, Southwark, B lack Lead 
Manufacturer. Feb 15 at 3 atfoffices of Wheeler, Queen Victoria st 

Elliott, Arthur, Derby, Machinist, Feb 2! at 3 at offices of Heath, 
Amen alley, Derby 

Ellis, Elizabeth Ann, Clydesdale rd, Dealer in Fancy Articles. Feb 13 
at 4 at offices of Inman, Maida vale 

Fawcett, Albert, and'Sarah Ann Fawcett, Runcorn, Cheshire, Grocers. 
Feb 13 at 11 at the George Hotel, Lime st, Liverpool. Pullan 

Fisher, Francis Philip, and James Home Hodge, Charterhouse 
buildings, Lithographers. Feb 26 at 12 at offices of Reader, Gray’s 
inn sq 

Gibb, John, Penge, Surrey, no occupation. Feb 13 at 12 at offices of 
Wade, Clifford’s inn, Fleet st 

Grave, Annie, Cockermouth, Cumberland, Milliner. Fed 14 at ll at 
offices of Hayton and Simpson, Cockermouth 

Graves, Edward Mumby, Leybourne, Lincoln, Wheelwright. Feb (7 
at 12 at offices of Wood, New st chambers, Loath 

Hall, John Walker, Bradford, Wheelwright. Feb 14 at 3 at offices o f 
Wood, Bridge st, Bradford. Hudson, Bradford 

Hallett, Charles, Teignmouth, Devon, Butcher. Feb 19 at 3 at the 
Royal Hotel, Teignmouth. Pearson and Whidborne, Dawlish 

Hamilton, John, and Frederick Haynes, Southville, Wandsworth rd, 
Builders. Feb 21 at 3 at offices of Green, Walworth rd. Earl, Red 
Lion court, Cannon st 

Hardwick, Alfred, Lower Marsh, Lambeth, Fruit Salesman. Fed 17 at 
12 at offices of Lewis, Southwark bridge ra 

Harrison, Elizabeth, Bridlington Quay, York, Spinster. Fed 14 at 3 at 
offices of Wray, Bridlington 

Harrison, Walter Parkinson, Kingston-upon-Hall, Plumber. Feb 19 
at 3 at offices of Torry, Cogan’s chambers, Bowlalley lane, Kingstoa- 
upon-Hull 

Head, John, Ipswich, Carpenter, Feb 21 at 11 at offices of Watts, 
Batter market, Ipswich 

Hellen, Francis, Lamarsh, Essex, Farmer, Feb 15 at 3 at offices of 
Cardinal, Sepulchre st, Sudbury 

Hetherington, Joseph, and Hamilton Oliver, Manchester, Granite 
Makers, Feb 14 at 3 at offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, King st, 
Manchester 
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erring, Alfred, Wantage, Berks, Saddler, Feb 15 at 12 at offices of 
Jotcham, Wantage 

Hilton, William, Oldham, Builder. Feb 14 at 11 at offices of Clark, 
Clegg st, Oldham 

Humphrey, James, Sunderland, Durham, Grocer, Feb 12 at 12 at 
offices of Steel, Bank buildings, Sunderland 

Hutchinson, Robert, Ellenborough, Cumberland, Miner. Feb 20 at 2 
at offices of Wicks and Burn, Castlegate, Occkermouth 

Jacobs, Edward, Brompton rd, Florist. Feb 16 at 2 at offices of 
Gabriel, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Jones, Ann, Merthyr Tydfil, Grocer, Feb 14 at 11 at offices of Price, 
Thomas st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Jones, Isaac, Bala, Merioneth, Earthenware Dealer. Feb 19 at 11 at 
offices of James, Corwen 

Kiliwick, Edward David, Rochester, Kent, Furniture Dealer. Feb 15 
at 12 at the Bull Hotel, Rochester. Mitchell, Rochester 

Knight, George, Milton-next-Sittingbourne, Kent, Licensed Victualler. 
Feb 20 at 11 at offices of Gibson, High st, Sittingbourne 

Lane, Thomas, Birmingham, out of business. Feb 12 at 3 at offices of 
Dugmore and Pinfield, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham. Walter, Birm- 


ingham 
Littlewood, Nathaniel, Thurlston, York, Grocer. Feb 14 at 12 at 
offices of Dransfield and Sons, Penistone : 
Maidment, William, Southampton, Hotel Keeper. Feb 15 at 8 at office 
of Shutte, Portland st, Southampton 
Mann, Andrew, Preston, Lancashire, Leather Dealer. Feb 16 at 3 at 
the County Hotel, Carlisle. Buck and Dickons, Preston 
Melbourne, David Atkinson, Manchester, Restaurant Manager. Feb 
15 at 3 at the King’s Arms Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester 
Mitchell, James, Choriton-upon-Medlock, Lancashire, out of business. 
Feb 16 at 3 at offices of Suttou and Elliott, Fountain st, Manchester 
Morley, Edward Sword, Blackburn, Lancashire, Doctor of Medicine. 
Feb 15 at 11 at offices of Polding, Tackett’s st, Blackburn . 
Morrell, George, Soho, nr Birmingham, Jeweller, Feb 14 at 11 at 
offices of Davies, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 
Morris, William, and Jobn Morris, Oystermonth, Glamorgan, Builders. 
Feb 9 at 2 at offices of Smith and Co, Cambrian place, Swansea 
Newman, William, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Builder. Feb 15 at 2 at 
offices of Fardell, Cambrian House Ottices, Market st, Ryde 
Newton, William, Hoxton st, Butcher. Feb 13 at 2 at offices of Blake, 
Beil yard, Doctors’ commons 
Nobbs, Henry, Hornchurch, Essex, Manure Manufacturer. Feb 13 at 
12 at offices of Preston, Mark lane 
Pearce, William, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. Feb 19 at 3 at 
offices of Wells and Hind, Fletcher gate, Nottingham 
Pearce, William, Bristol, Dealer in Druggists’ Sundries. Feb 14 at 12 
at the Inns of Court Hotel, High Holborn. Plummer, Bristol 
Penman, Thomas Robson, Gateshead, Durham, Provision Dealer. Feb 
12 at 4 at offices of Stanford, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Percival, Peter, Whitwick, Leicester, Marine Store Collector. Feb 16 
at 12 at the Queen’s Hotel, Market st, Ashby-de-la-Zouch. Wilson, 
Burton-on-Trent 
Phillipps, Samuel John, Birmingham, Grocer. Feb 16 at 11 at offices of 
Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 
Pierce, Mathew, Liverpool, Provision Dealer, 
Knowles, Union court, Liverpool 
Ralph, Thomas, Penzance, Cornwall, Tea Dealer. Feb 15 at 12 at 
offices of Rodd and Cornish, Parade st, Penzance 
Reeve, Joun, Newnham Grange, Northampton, Farmer. Feb 16 at 12 
at the Peacock Hotel, Market sq, Northamptoz, Andrew, North- 


ampton 

Rickarby, Alfred, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Bell Hanger. Feb 9 at3 at 
offices of Stanford, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Roberts, William, Pantglas, Denbigh, Farmer. Feb 20 at 2 at offices of 
Lioyd, Ruthin 

Rodwell, Alfred, St Albans, Hertford, Draper. Feb 23 at 3 at the 
Masons’ Hali Tavern, Musons’ avenue, Basinghali st. Miles, King 
Edward st 

Ronan, James, Manchester, Monumental Mason. Feb 13 at 3 at 
offices of Vaughan-Jones, Piccadilly, Manchester 

Scholefieid, 1homas Sugden, Worcester, Common Brewer. Feb 15 at3 
at offices or Pitt, The Avenue, Cross, Worcester 

Silis, Hugh Frederick, Fex lane, Upper Norwood, Civil Service Clerk, 
Feb 19 at 3 at offices of Mirams, New Inn, Strand 

Smith, William, Saltburn-by-the-Sea, York, Butcher. Feb 10 at 11 at 
offices of Bates, Zetland rd, Middlesborough 

Smyth, William, Drury lane, Fruit Salesman. Feb 12 at 11 at offices of 
Button and C9, Henrietta st, Covent garden, Betts, Henrietta st, 
Covent garden 

Sollom, John, Woburn Sands, Bedford, Lath Bender- Feb 15 at 2 at 
the Red Lion Inn, High st, Dunstable. Neve, Luton 

Strain, Thomas, Crabbs Cross, Warwick, Grocer. Feb 14 at 3 at offices 
of Simmons, Evesham st, Redditch 

Taylor, Andrew, Forest lane, Essex, Commercial Clerk. Feb 22 at 3 
at offices of Slater, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st. Curtis 

Taylor, Frederick, Middieton, Lancashire, Joiner. Feb 16 at 3 at 
offices of Burton, King st, Manchester 

Taylor, George, Greetland, nr Halifax, Journeyman Mason. Feb 19 
at 3at the Old Cock Hotel, Halifax. Mills and Bibby, Huddersfield 

Tomkies, Richard, Perrill, nr Shrewsbury, Salop, Farmer. Feb i6 at 
3 at the Lion Hotel, Shrewsbury. Edwards, jun 

Tomlinson, Joseph, Uld Basford, Nottingham, Grocer. Feb 23 at 3 at 
offices of Lee, jun, Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Trenchard, William, Farway, Devon, Dairyman. Feb 14 at 10 at 
offices of Fewings, Queen st, Exeter. Tweed, Honiton 
rustrum, Edward, Great Barlord, Bedford, Miller. Feb l6at 12 at 
offices of Conquest and Clare, Duke st, Bedford 

Tu , Thomas William, Croydon, Surrey. Feb 10 at 11 at offices of 

is, St John’s grove, Croydon 

Verity, Eiizabeth Steile, Southport, Hants, Schoolmistress, Feb 15 at 

4 at offices of King, North st, Portsea 

Ward, Philemon Price, Drury lane, Coach Ironmonger. Feb 12 at 2 
at the Inns of Court Hotel, Lincolu’s ina fields. finnis, Westminster 
chambers, Victoria et 

Ward, Thomas, Macclesfield, Cheshire, Tea Dealer. Feb 19 at 3 at 
offices of Barclay and Henstock, Exchange chambers, Macclesfield 

Waters, George, 8t Paul’s rd, Mile End Old Town, Baker. Feb 12 at 3 

offices of Mc ore, Mark lane 


Feb 16 at 2 at offices of 





——— 
Welby, William, Sulgrave, Northampton, Grocer. Feb 16 at 3 at the 
Leathern Bottle Inn, Banbury. Pain end Hawtin, Banbury 
Wild, Joseph, Sutton-in-Ashfield, Nottingham, Bag Hosier. Feb 1¢ at 
12 at offices of Acton, Victoria st, Nottingham 
Williamson, Walter, Bradford, Worsted Manufacturer. Fab 16 at 1} 
at the George Hotel, Market st, Bradford. Scholefield and Taylor, 
Batley 
Williscreft, Joseph, Lichfield, Stafford, Innkeeper. Feb 15 at 2 at the 
Fountain Inn, Beacon st, Lichfield. Wilson, Burton-on-Trent 
Wilson, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Printer, Feb 14 at 2 at offices of 
Fairclough, Sandhill, Newoastle-upon-Tyne 
Woodhouse, William Stead, Midhope Stones, York, Corn Miller, Feb 
14 at 3 at offices of Dransfield and Sons, Penistone 
Weodruff, John Thomas, Everton, Bedford, Farmer. Feb 16 at 12 at 
the George Hotel, Bedford. Tebbs 
Wright, Charles, Albert mews, Fulham fields, Carman. 
at offices of Hope, Featherstone buildings, Bedford row 
Turspay, Feb. 6, 1877. 
Alexander, Alexander Joseph, Tynycei, Carnarvon, Dyer. Feb 19 at 
2 at offices of Allanson, Church st, Carnarvon 
Amos, Samuel, Iron Acton, Gloucester, Cattle Dealer. Feb 19 at3 at 
the Falcon Hotel, Wootton-under-Edge. Blake, Wootton-under. 
Edge 
Anger, Arthur, and Henry Sampson, Botolph lane, Oyster Salesmen, 
Feb 14 at 2 at offices of Lea, Old Jewry chambers 
Bailey, James, Bristol, Builder. Feb 19 at 2 at offices of Beckingham, 
Albion chambers, Broad st, Bristol 
Baines, Christopher Thomas, Middlesborough, Hosier. Feb 19 at $ 
at offices of Hunton and Bolsover, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Barney, James, Handsworth, nr Birmingham, Brewer’s Traveller, 
Feb 19 at 10.15 at offices of Hast, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Bir. 
mingham 
Berggren, Alfred Adolf, Myddelton sq, Commission Agent. Feb 28at 
12 at offices of Bennett and Bretherton, Friday st 
Blackburn, John, Tudhoe Grange, Durham, Joiner. Feb 20 at 12 at 
offices of Brignall, jun, Saddler st, Durham 
Brierley, Thomas, Preston, Lancashire, Turkish Bath Proprietor, 
Feb 19 at 3 at offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, King st, Man. 
chester 
Brown, Alexander, King st, Southwark, Printer (not Plumber, as 
erroneously printed in last Gazette). Feb 17 at 4 at offices of O’Neill, 
King William st 
Rrown, George, Leeds, Game Dealer. Feb 16 at3 at offices of Pullan, 
Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds 
Brown, Tindall, Farnley Tyas, vr Huddersfield, Joiner. Feb 22 at 3 at 
offices of Learoyd and Co, Buxton rd, Huddersfield 
Clixby, George, Bishop Norton, Lincoln, Butcher. Feb 19 at 2 at offices 
of Burton and Scorer, Lincoln 
Causton, Pharoah, Prospect place, Queen’s rd, Peckham, Cab Pro- 
prietor. Feb 19 at 12 at offices of Chamberlaine, Euston rd 
Coles, Francis Ewens, Amburst rd, Hackney, Ironmonger. Feb 16 at 
2 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Anning, Cheapside 
Collard, Sidney Sayer, Firwood, Kent, Farmer. Feb 20 at 12.30 at the 
Guildhall Hotel, High st, Canterbury. Sankey and Co, Canterbury 
Conway, Alexander, Hackney rd, Butcher. Feb 21 at 3 at offices of Aird, 
Eastcheap 
Craggs, William, and Thomas Dalton, Castleford, York, Slaters. Feb 
17 at 3 at the ommercial Inn, Leeds. Kaberry, eford 
Crapper, Henry, Grenoside, York, Carrier. Feb 16 at 3 at offices of 
Turner, Queen st, Sheffield 
Crompton, Henry, Farnworth, Lancashire, Cabinetmaker. Feb 19 at 
3at offices of Greenhalgh and Cannon, Acresfield, Bolton 
Davies, Stephen, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Cabinetmaker. Feb 16 at 11 
at offices of Howell, Stepney st, Lianelly 
Dormer, William Henry, Gore rd, Victoria park, Poor Law Relieving 
Officer. Feb 15 at 4 at offices of Wetherfield, Gresham buildings 
Elliott, William, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Brewer, Feb 15 at 3 at 
offices of Hopper, Grainger st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Evans, John, Tredegar, Mon, Tailor. Feb 19 at 3 at offices of Harris, 
Morgan st, Tredegar 
Evans, William, Walsall, Stafford, Chain Maker. Feb 19 at 11 at offices 
of Stanley, Bridge st, Walsall 
Eve, Frederick, Newvort Pagoell, Buckingham, out of business. Feb 
wd at 12 at the Swan Hotel, Newport Pagnell. Bull, Newport 
‘agnel] 
Gandais, Joseph, Dean st, Soho, Baker. Feb 16 at 10 at offices of 
Allen, Strand 
Garniss, William Hen ry, St Thomas st east, London bridge, Dry- 
salter. Feb 19at 12 at offices of Foreman and Co, Gresham st. Frost, 
Leadenhall st 
Gaulton, Frederick George, Manchester, Engineer, Feb 19 at 3 at 
offices of Stead, Essex st, Manchester 
Gledhill, Thomas, Pontefract, York, Merchant’s Clerk. Feb 19 at 3 
at the Crown and Anchor Inn, Pontrefract. Horner, Wakefield 
Hall Dorothy, Newca stle-upon-Tyne, Beerhouse Keeper. Feb 16 at 3 
at offices of Stanford, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Hardwick, Henry, Stoekton, Worcester, out of business. Feb 15 at tl 
at offices of Tree, The Avenue, Cross, Worcester 
Harris, Edgar, Chippenham place, Kilburn pafk, Foreman to a Cow 
Keeper. Feb 13 at 3 at offices of Goatly, Cambridge terrace, Hyde 
park 
Hawthorn, Victor Harris, Ipstones, Stafford, out of business. Feb 14 
at 11 at offices of Tennant, Cheapside, Hanley 
Hazelby, William, Usk, Mon, Commercial Traveller. Feb 17 at 1 at 
1 at the Nag’s Head Inu, Usk. Gardner 
Henderson, John Dall, Gateshead, Durham, Timber Merchant. Feb 16 
at 12 at offices of Watson, Pilgrim st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Heywood, Horace, Holt, Norfolk, Maltster. Feb 19 at 12 at offces of 
hittock and Woods, Bank st, Norwich 
Holgate, John, Accrington, Waste Dealer. Feb 19 at 10,30 at offices of 
Ballard, 8t James’ st, Accrington 
Hughes, Wi lium John, Birmingham, Box Manufacturer. Feb 15 at 3 
at offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Hurst, William Henry, Nottingham, Hosiery Manufacturer. Feb 23 at 
12 at offices of Hunt und Williams, Weekday cross, Nottingham 
Ion, Barbara, Kend«l, Westmorland, Shoemaker. Feb 21 at 12 at the 
Board Room, Market place, Kendal. Thomson and Wilson, Kendal 


Feb 12 at 12 
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Juckson, John Wood, Goole, York, Builder. Fob 20 at 3 at offices of 
|” Pease, terrace, . Hind, 
Jaobs . William, Larkhall lane, Clapham rd, Grocer. Feb 15 at 3 at 
the Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st. Watson, 
ham st 
ia. William, Horncastle, Lincoln, Maltster. Feb 15 at 3 at the 
Bull Inn, Horncastle 
Jones, Hugh, Portmadoc, Carnarvon, Schoolmaster. Feb 19 at 1 at 
“the British Hotel, Bangor. Jones, Conway 
Jones, y Aberaman, Glamorgan, Grocer. Feb 19 at 1 at 
offices of Linton, Canon st, Aberdare 
Joseph, Birmingham, Poultry Dealer. Feb 19 at 11.30 at offices 
ee Cansles, Kimberley, Nottingham, B 
, Charles, Ki tley, Nottingham, Brew ent. Feb 20 at 
gat 14, Low —- Nottingham, Black ae 
Leeming, Wil , and Matthew Leeming Vincent, Pendleton, 
Tancashire, Builders. Feb 19 at 10 at the Clarence Hotel, Spring 
, Manchester. Dawson, Manchester 
Lewis, John, and Caleb Lewis, Wellington, Salop, Stonemasons. Feb 
17 at 11.80 at the Raven Inr, Walker st, Wellington. Osborne, 


Shifnal 

Lathard, William Charles, Stockport, Cheshire, Grocer. Feb 22 at 3 
st the Brunswick Hotel, Piccadilly, Manchester. Newton, Stockport 

Mann, David, Leeds, Surgeon. Feb 19 at 12 at offices of Bond and 
Barwick, Albion place, Leeds 

Marks, Louis James, Birmingham, Clothier. Feb 15 at 10.30 at offices 
of Eaden, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Maxwell, Albert, Sasisbury, Wilts, Watchmaker. Feb 19 at 2 at offices 
of Nodder, City chambers, Salisbury 

Mellor, George James, Sheffield, Solicitor. Feb 17 at 12 at offices of 
Patteson, Queen st, Sheffield 

Monroe, William Harry, Birmingham, Tailor, Feb 16 at 10.15 at offices 
of East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Moore, Edmund, St Andrew’s hill, Grocer. Feb 15 at 2 at offices of 
Lea, Old Jewry chambers 

Moore, Richard Bond, Brewood, Stafford, Apothecary. Feb 20 at 12 
at offices of Gatis, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Morgan, Caroline, Tring, Hertford, Innkeeper. Feb 21 at 11 at the 
Rose and Crown Inn, Tring. Bullock, Great Berkhamstead 

Myers, Isaac, Walsall, Stafford, Confectioner.: Feb 17 at 11 at offces 
of Quelch, Cannon st, Birmingham 

Naylor, Timothy, Hartshead-cum-Clifton, York, Clothier. Feb 15 at 3 
at offices of Curry, Cleckheaton 

Nicholas, George, Wercester, Grocer. Feb z1 at 3 at offices of Wright 
and Marshall, Town Hall chambers, New st, Birmingham 

Nield, Mark, London’ wall, Merchant. Feb 27 at 3 at the Clarence 
Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester. Boote and Edgar, Manchester 

Qldacre, Thomas Smith, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Machine Importer. 
Feb 19 at 1) at offices of Sherratt, Market st, Kidsgrove 

Neil, Thomas, Durbam, Mattress Maker. Feb 16 at 11 at offices of 
Chambers, Sadler st, Durham 

Pilkington, Abel, East India Dock rd, Boot Manufacturer. Feb 24 at 
lat the Cannon st Hotel. O’Neil, King William st 

Pilkington, John, Darlington, Durham, builder, Feb 23 at 2.30 at the 
Trevelyan Hotel, Grange rd, Darlington. Clayhiils 

Pittock, Richard, Eastrington, York, Blacksmith. Feb 17 at 12 at 
offices of Rowntree, Market place, Howden. Hind, Goole 

Pogmire, William, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Draper. Feb 16 at 11 at 
offices of Keenlyside and Forster, Grainger st west, Newcastle-upon- 


Feb 14 at 2 at 37, 



































Bich, James Crocker, Chatham st, Bootmaker. 
Bedford row. Marshall 
Robinson, Edwin George, Godliman st, St Paul’s, Sheep Skin Rug 
Manufacturer. Feb 22 at 2 at otfices of Leith, Gracechurch st, 
Blake, Bell yard, Doctors’ commons 
Scott, William, Longton, Stafford, Potter. Feb 22 at 31 at offices of 
Welch, Caroline st, Longton 
Selley, George, Dean st, New North rd, Hoxton, Cowkeeper. Feb 19 
at 11 at offices of Sheppard and kiiey, Moorgate st 
Simpson, Edward, Holme, York, Bricklayer. Feb 16 at 3 at offices of 
Summers, Manor st, Hull 
Skelton, Daniel, Little Horton, York, Coal Merchant. Feb 16 at 3 at 
Offices of Peel and Gaunt, Chapel lane, Bradford 
Smith, William Arthur, Wigan, Lancashire, Grocer’s Assistant. Feb 
19 at 11 at offices of France, Church gate, Wigan 
Busman, Jacob, Kingston-upon-Hull, Travelling Jeweller. Feb 16 at 
12 at offices of Summers, Manor st, Hull 
‘Thomas, David Lewis, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Merchant. Feb 16 at 3 at 
111, Cheapside. Philp, Budge row, Cannon st 
Thornton, Henry, Wardington, Oxford, Carpenter. Feb 16 at 12 at the 
Leathern Bottle Inn, Banbury. Pain and Lawtin, Banbury 
‘Thorpe, Frederick Wiliiam, Brighton, Lodging House Keeper. Feb 21 
at 3 at offices of Nye, North st, Brighton 
Walmsley, Christopher, Sheffield, Provision Dealer. Feb 21 
offices of Branson and Son, Bank st, Sheffield 
‘Warburton, Samuel, Huddersfield, York, Hosier. Feb 20 at 3 at offices 
of Ainley, New st, Huddersfield 
/ Wilde, James, Huddersfield, Temperance Hotel Keeper. Feb 21 at 3 
/ atoffices of Learoyd and Co, Buxton rd, Huddersfield 
Williams, John Alfred, Darlaston, Stafford, Furniture Dealer. Feb 19 
at 3 at offices of Rhodes, Wolverhampton 
‘Wills, Jane Field, Torquay, Devon, Milliner, Feb 19 at 11 at offices of 
Andrew, Bedford circus, Exeter. Hooper and Wollen, cng 
} a, Leeds, Builder, Feb 19 at 3 at offices of Lodge, ak row, 
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PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 
67, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immediately opposite the British wn 
-Has obtained Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent for his perfectly 
less systera of adapting 
(Prize Medal, London and Paris) 
ARTIFICIAL TEETH sx ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. 
Pamphlet Gratis and Post-freo, 












Price 5s., 


AW MAGAZINE and REVIEW and QUAR.- 
TERLY DIGEST of all REPORTED CASES. 

No. CCXXIII. for FEBRUARY, 1877. Contents :— 
I. The Criminal Jurisdiction of the Admiraity of England: the 
= ha @. The Franconia.” By Sir TRAVE! TWISS, 

II. The Late Mr. Justice Archibald. 

III. Discovery under the Judicature Acts. By J.C. E. WRIGALL. 
IV. Patent Law Amendment. By C. E. BRUN SKILL COOKE, M.A, 
Vv. bas 2 — Right of Navigation. II, By G. STEGMANN GIBB, 


VI. The Land System of Bosnia, 
VII. Select Cases: Scotland. By HUGH BARCLAY, LL.D. 
VIII. Reviews. 
IX. Quarterly Digest of all Reported Cases. 
Obituary, Calls to the Bar, &c. 


Srevens & Haynes, Bell-yard, Temple-bar. 


PECIAL NOTICE to SOLICITORS. — The 
** FAC-SIMILE” PRINTING PROCESS (Byford’s Patent), 8. 
Srraaxer & Sons, Manufacturers. Extracts from letters received from 
members of the Profession.—* Original Affidavits, Petitions, Sammonses, 
&c,, written with the ‘Fac-Simile’ Ink are accepted as Records by the 
Record and Writ Clerks, the Chief Clerks, and Secretaries. From these 
originals all necessary copies for the office, for the other side, and 
for counsel can be printed, thus avoiding the necessity of examining 
copies, and the delays and expense of law stationers.” 

** Notices, circulars, bills of costs, briefs, and such other documents 
as require to be issued with certainty, rapidity, and correctness are 
produced in the office with saving of time and labour.” 

**We printed documents in the office in one week that would have 
cost twenty-three pounds if sent to the law stationer, and of course 
the saving in examining copies was of great value.”? They add, “ We 
shall strongly recommend our friends in the profession to adept the 
system.’’—Prices complete—A (or 4to size) 25s.; B (or Feolscap) 35s. ; 
C (Folio or Draft) 45s. Specimens and price lists on application to 8. 
Staaxer & Sons, 124, Fenchurch-street, London, E,C. 


AUTION.—The “FAC-SIMILE” PRINTING 

PROCESS (Byford’s Patent).—The public are requested te be- 

ware of spurious imitations, and to see that the above registered title 

and the manufacturers’ name, 8. Staaxker & Sons, appear on the 

printing pad, ink label, transfer paper, &c., without which none are 
genuine, 


Sg EDUCATION for DAUGHTERS of 
hk) GENTLEMEN.—ST. EDMUND’S HOUSE, HUNSTANTON, 
NORFOLK, near SANDRINGHAM.—Mrs. and the Misses CaLLow 
RECEIVE and EDUCATE a limited number of YOUNG LADIES, who 
have every possible home comfort; resident German, French, and 
Musical Governesses; visiting Masters. Hunstanton is the only 
watering place on tbe East Coast of Great Britain having a westerly 
sea aspect, and stands in the Registrar General’s returns on an average 
of twenty-five years as the healthiest place in England. Spring term 
will commence on Thursday, 25th January. Terms, references, &c., 
on application. 














LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 


No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 


direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 
of his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special in- 
sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continue¢ 
support.—N.8B. One copy of advertisement only required, and thestrictest 
care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for advertise- 
ment and file of “‘ London Gazstte” kept, By appointment. 


ALKER’S CRYSTAL CASE WATCHES are 

superseding all others.—Prize Medals, London, 1862; Paris, 
1867. Gold from £15 15s.; Silver from £6 6s.—68, Cornhili; 230, 
Regent-street ; 76, Strand. 


Lie COMPANY’S EXTRACT of MEAT. 


Finest Meat-flavouring Stock for Soups, made Dishes, and 
Sauces. Caution—Genuine ONLY with fae simile of Baron 
Liebig’s signature across Label. 








_— | 


d liebe AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000, 


HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON 


Branouss in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agrts 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 


Connent Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cur, 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credi 
balance doesnot fall below £100. 

received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 
At 5 percent, per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed upon 

Bux issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branche 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sen 
for collection. 

Sates axp Puacnasss effected in British and foreign securities, 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertake® 
Interest drawa, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realised. 

Every other description of banking business and money agency 
British and Indian, transacted, J. THOMSON, Chairman. 

















292 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


Feb. 10, 1877: 





es 





LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


FLEET STREET, near TEMPLE BAR. 





The Recommendations laid down by the Officials of the Board of Trade (July, 1874) had all been anticipated in 
their strictest form in the principles adopted at the last Bonus Investigation (December, 1871) of this Society, 


Thus— 


1. The “Seventeen Offices” Table of Mortality was employed throughout ; 

2. The future rate of Interest obtainable was estimated at 3 per cent. only ; 

3. The whole “ Loading” was reserved for future Expenses and Profits. (See Government Schedule.) 
The resulting Reserves yielded the highest known protection to Policies. 


The Bonus was the largest yet declared. 
Nine-tenths of the Profits belong to the Assured. 





LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 


SOCIETY, 





A Bonus Valuation to 31st Dec., 1876, is now in progress, 


E. A. NEWTON, Actuary and Manager, 











———— 


SS 








EVERSIONARY AND LIFE INTERESTS in 
Landed or Funded Property or other Securities and ANNUITIES 
purchased, or Loans thereon granted, by the 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
10, LANCASTER-PLACE, WATERLOO-BRIDGE, STRAND, 
Established 1835. Paid-up Capital, £480,000, 
If required Interest on Loans may be capitalized. 
F, 8, CLAYTON, 
C, H. CLAYTON, 


AUCTION SALES FOR 1877. 
. F. STATHAM HOBSON begs to direct the 


attention of Solicitors, Trastees, Mortgagees, andall interested 
in Landed Estates, Ground-Rents, Reversions, Advowsons, Life Policies, 
House Property, &c., to his SALES by AUCTION, which will be held 
at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on the following days tbrough- 
out the year 1877, at TWO e’clock precisely :— 
Wednesday, February 21 | Wednesday, July 11 
Wednesday, March 7 Wednesday, July 25 
Wednesday, March 21 Wednesday, August 8 
Wednesday, April 11 Wednesday, August 22 
Wednesday, Apri! 25 ‘Wednesday, October 3 
Wednesday, May 9 Wednesday, October 24 
Wednesday, May 23 Wednesday, November 14 
Wednesday, June 13 Wednesday, December 12 
Wednesday, June 27 
Auctions can be held on other days in addition to those specified. 
Full particulars and information as to terms (which are arranged ona 
strictly moderate scale) for including properties of every description 
in the sales can be obtained, or will be forwarded on application at the 
ae ae Agency, and Valuation Offices, 20, Coleman-street, 
» E.C. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER’S 

LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to beSOLD or LET, including 

Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 

Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and 

Investments generally, is published on the first day of each month, 

and may be obtained, free ofcharge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, E.C., 

or will be sent by postin return for two stamps.—Particulars for inser- 

tion should be received not later than four days previous tothe end 
of the preceding month. 


Joint 
Secretaries. 











WAPPING-WALL. 


Near the Shadwell entrance to the London Docks and Wapping Station 
on the East London Railway.—Valuable Freehold Waterside and 
other Properties, let upon leases, at ground-rents or at rents which 
practically afford an equal security, with reversions to the rack 
rentals in from 20 to 56 years, 


Mee DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
: will SELL, at the MART, on TUESDAY, MARCH 13, at TWO, 
in Four Lots, the following important FREEHOLD PROPERTIES, 


viz.:— 

No. 56, WAPPING-WALL, consisting of a dwelling-house, ba: 
builder’s shed and wharf, with frontage of about 7ft. Sim to the River 
Thames, Let on lease for 32 years, from Midsummer, 1865, at £75 per 


annum. 

No. 57, WAPPING-WALL.—The Prospect of Whitby Publichouse 
with frontage to the river, Let on lease for 37 years, ~s M idsummer, 
-_ at gt per re 

os. 37, 38, and 39, WAPPING-WALL.—Ironmonger’s Shop, Ware- 
house, Workshops, Smithy, &c., with frontage of about 76 feet. Let 
on lease for 37 years from Midsummer, 1866, at £30 per annum. 

A GROUND-RENT of £60 per annum, secured upon the extensive 
and very substantial Block of Modern Granaries, Nos. 34 and 35, 
‘Wapping-wall, having frontage of about 104ft. 9in., and let on lease 
for 65 years from Midsummer, 1868. These premises are now under- 
leased per annum, 


Messrs. Si CROSSMAN, 
road, Bedford-row , & CROSSMAN, Solicitors, 3, King’s 


or of the Auctioneers, No 80, Cheapside. 


me 


Attractive and improving Freehold and Leasehold Investments.—Pam.. 
bridge-square, Pembridge-crescent, Pembridge-villas, Ledbury-road, 
and Inverness-terrace, 


M R. BEAL is instructed by the Executors of the 

late Mr. J. S. Abbott to offer for SALE, by AUCTION, at the 
MART, Tokenhouse-yard, City, E.C,, on WEDNESDAY, MARCH 14, 
at TWELVE for ONE precisely, in Lots (unless previously sold pri- 
vately), the substantial FREEHOLD MANSION, No. 7, Pembridge- 
square, with stately saloons and numerous dormitories, elegantly ap~ 
pointed ; let on lease to a most accep'able tenant for an unexpired term 
of 13 years, at £350 per annum (worth certainly £450 per annum), 
The attractive LEASEHOLD RESIDENCE, No. 28, Pembridge-cres. 
cent, with possession ; held for 67 years unexpired, at £15 ground-rent,. 
estimated to produce £110 per annum. The capital LEASEHOLD 
SEMI-DETACHED RESIDENCE, No. 117, Inverness-terrace, held for 
93} years from 1844 at £9 9s. ground-rent, sub-let for seven years at 
£100 per annum. The LEASEHOLD RESIDENCES, No. 4, Ledbury. 
road, and 40a, Pembridge-villas (Carlton House), held for an unexpired 
term of 66 years at £9 per annum each, sub-let for shert terms at 
£143 5s. per annum. 

Particulars and conditions may be had of 

Messrs. ROY & CARTWRIGHT, Solicitors, 4, Lothbury, E.C.; 

+f bad Mart ; and of the Auctioneer, 20, Regent-street, Waterloo-piace, 





In the Court of the Commissioners for the Sale of Incumbered Estates in 
the West Indies.—(Jamaica.)—In the Matter of the Estate of Andrew 
McCubbin, Henry Fray, and Teresa Fray, his wife, owners; Ex parte 
John Bell Sherriff, petitioner.—Sale on Wednesday, the 14th day of 
March, 1877. 


N OTICE is hereby given, that the valuable SUGAR 
ESTATE, known as Mosquito Cove, andthe run of Mountain 
land appurtenant to the said Estate, situate in the parish of Hanover, 
in the Island of Jamaica, containing together 723 acres, or thereabouts, 
with the fixtures, machinery, and live and dead stock thereon, will be 
SOLD, by AUCTION, in One Lot, by Messrs, HARDS, VAUGHAN, 
& JENKINSON, before James Fleming, Esq., Q.0., and d Joho 
Cust, Esq., Commissioners for Sale of Incumbered Estates in the 
West Indies, at the Sale Room of the Commissioners, at the AUCTION 
MART, Tokenhouse-yard, Lothbury, in the City of London, on 
WEDNESDAY, the 14th day of MAROH, 1877, at ONE o’clock pre- 
cisely. The purchaser will have an indefeasible Parliamentary title, 

under the seal of the Court.—Dated the 25th day of November, 1876. 


REGINALD J. CUST, Assistant Commissioner. 


Further particulars may be had at the office of the Commissioner, 
pes) 2, St. _— tin’s-place, Trafalgar-square, London, W.C.; of the 
ersigned ; 0 
Messrs. J. & F. NEEDHAM, 1, New-ian, Strand, London, W.C. ; of 
Mr. JACOB JACKSON, Copse Estate, Hanover, Jamaica ; 
and of Messrs. HARDS, VAUGHAN, & JENKINSON, 62, Moorgate- 
street, London, E.C., the Auctioneers. 


FRESHFIELDS & WILLIAMS, 5, Bank-buildings, Lon-- 
don, B.C., Solicitors having carriage of the Sale. 





EDUOCED RATES of INTEREST for advances- 
from the TEMPERANCE PERMANENT BUILDING 
SOCIETY.—£50,000 ready to be advanced, either by ordinary mort- 
gages, not subject to monthly repayments, or by the building socisty’s 
plan of monthly repayments, which include principal, premium, ané 
interest, the interest being calculated at 5 per cent. on the balance 
each year. 
6 Years, | 8 Years. | 10 Years. | 12 Years. | 14 Years. | 15 Years. 
£s.d.| £8.0.| 8.0. | £8.0.] £5.4, | £5. 4. 
114 6 17-6 13 5 108 01610 | 018 I 
Advances can be had for any othe r term of years not exceeding 15 
portionate. 


the repayments being pro: i 
A to HENRY J. P Secretary. 
Offices, 4, aden, London, E.0. er 
Note.—More than two million pounds sterling have been advanced 








house alone. 
~P Commission i pald to the Professlon for the intreduotion of Borrower ® 





